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This paper examines the impact of public and private support systems on cognitive outcome: <for 
children born to adolescent mothers. The data for this analysts uere drawn from the 1979 to 1988 
round* of the National Longitudinal Survey of Youth. The sample consists of 1382 children who were 
between the ages of six and ten in 1988. The key inputs for this analysis are four indicators of private 
support: average family income, extensiveness of mothers employment, presence of grandparents and 
presence of a significant other. Additionally. / use one indicator of public support: average number of 
survey years that the family rccemd welfare benefits. All five indicators are averted over the life 
spa?) of the c hiUi. I also control for maternal resources — intellectual skills and self-esteem.
Overall, the findings indicate that private support systems are importajit in shaping children's 
cognitive achievement but these effects are contingent on the. levels af maternal resources avaliable. 
These results also surest that tidal family income is a more important predictor of reading 
achievement than is a history of welfare receipt. Rather than focusing solely on the potential negative 
effects of welfare receipt on children, researchers and policy analysts should also be concerned with 
how maternal resources may interact with available private support systems to affect child 
development.
M u c h  concern and research have centered on the fate of young women who bear 
children during adolescence. The disadvantaged situation in which they bear their 
children often places the ir offspring in a precarious position. This subset of young 
women and their children typically lack the economic and emotional resources th a t 
are more likely to be available to older m others. In addition, adolescent m others have 
a h igher likelihood of raising the ir child w ithout the father, thus losing the possible 
economic and emotional support th a t the partn er may have provided (M cLanahan and 
Sandefur 19941.
Often, young m others who face the considerable economic burden of raising  a 
child approach governm ent program s such as Aid to Fam ilies w ith D ependent 
Children for support. Although welfare program s can provide im portan t sources of 
food, supplem ental income and medical care to both mother and child, they may have
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som e n e g a tiv e  consequences . Som e re g a rd  m o th e rs  w ho u se  th e  a s s is ta n c e  o f w elfare  
p ro g ra m s  a s  u n w it t in g ly  p a r t ic ip a t in g  in  a  cycle o f d ep e n d e n c y  t h a t  u l t im a te ly  
e x te n d s  to  n e g a tiv e  effec ts  for th e i r  c h ild re n  (A n te l 1988).
S ch o la rs  a n d  p o litic ian s  a lik e  ca ll for th e  d e v e lo p m e n t a n d  im p le m e n ta t io n  of 
p o lic ie s  t h a t  w ill re d u c e  th e  n e g a tiv e  e ffec ts  o f  a n ti-p o v e r ty  p ro g ra m s  a n d  s in g le  
p a re n th o o d  on ch ild  developm ent. Before su ch  policies can  be im p lem en ted , we n eed  to 
h a v e  a  d e e p e r  u n d e rs ta n d in g  o f how  p u b lic  a n d  p r iv a te  su p p o r t  sy s te m s  com bine  to 
im p a c t ch ild ren . T h e  p u rp o se  of th is  p a p e r  is  to  in v e s tig a te  th e s e  re la tio n sh ip s . T he 
s a m p le  fo r th i s  a n a ly s is  is 1382 c h ild re n  aged  s ix  to  te n  y e a rs  old w ho w e re  d raw n  
from  th e  1988 M erged  C h ild -M o th e r s a m p le  o f  th e  N a tio n a l L o n g itu d in a l S u rv e y  o f 
Y o u th  (N L SY 79). W ith in  th is  r e s e a rc h , I h ig h l ig h t  th e  ex p e rien ces  o f c h ild re n  of 
adolescent m o th e rs .
In  th e  p a s t ,  th e  v u ln e ra b le  p o s itio n  o f  m o th e rs  on w e lfa re  h a s  b e e n  w idely  
s tu d ie d  (G a rf in k e l a n d  M c L a n a h a n  1986; F u rs te n b e rg , B ro o k s-G u n n  a n d  M organ  
1.987). H ow  w e lfa re  i t s e l f  a ffec ts  ch ild  d e v e lo p m e n t h a s  y e t to  be  com p le te ly  e s ta b ­
lish e d . M uch  of th e  e x ta n t  re s e a rc h  on ch ild  d e v e lo p m e n t h a s  focused  on fa c to rs  
w ith in  th e  fam ily  su c h  a s  fam ily  s t r u c tu r e  a n d  p a re n t-c h i ld  in te ra c t io n s . M ore 
re s e a rc h  is  n eed ed  th a t  ex am in es  n o t on ly  fac to rs  w ith in  th e  fam ily , b u t a lso  e x te rn a l 
fa c to rs  su ch  a s  w e lfa re  su p p o r t a n d  o th e r  p u b lic  a s s is ta n c e . In  th is  p a p e r , I focus on 
th e  re la tiv e  co n tr ib u tio n s  o f w elfare  su p p o rt, th e  p resen ce  of m ale  spouses or p a r tn e rs ,  
th e  p re s e n c e  o f g ra n d p a re n ts  a n d  th e  e x te n s iv e n e s s  o f th e  m o th e r’s em p lo y m en t. In 
p a r t ic u la r ,  I am  co n cern ed  w ith  th e  q u e s tio n  o f w h e th e r  w elfa re  re ce ip t s ig n ific a n tly  
w o rsen s  a ch ild 's  e n v iro n m e n t for le a rn in g , a s  m e a su re d  by read in g  sk ills .
T h is  p a p e r  can be  seen  a s  a n  e x te n s io n  o f p rev io u s a t te m p ts  to  in v e s tig a te  th e  
im p ac t o f w elfare  su p p o r t on ch ild  a d ju s tm e n t (H ao  1992). W here  p rio r re se a rc h  u s in g  
th e  N a tio n a l  L o n g itu d in a l S u rv e y  o f  Y o u th  (N L S Y 79) h a s  s tu d ie d  a g g re g a te  
ed u ca tio n a l o u tco m es, 1 focus specifica lly  on re a d in g  ach iev em en t. A chievem ent, m e a s ­
u re s  h a v e  been  a focus of a  re c e n t d e b a te  co n ce rn in g  th e  in te rg e n e ra tio n a l t r a n s ­
m ission  o f  d is a d v a n ta g e . W hile a s ig n ific an t p ro p o rtio n  o f th e  n a tio n a l d iscu ss io n  h a s  
c e n te re d  a ro u n d  is su e s  of race  (H e rrn s te in  a n d  M u rra y  1994; J e n c k s  a n d  P h illip s
1998), th e  re la tio n s h ip  of y o u th fu l a c h ie v e m e n t te s t  sco res  to  la te r  socioeconom ic 
a t t a in m e n t  h a s  b een  h ig h lig h ted  in th e  p rocess (H a u se r  and  H u an g  1997). In  g en e ra l, 
a v a ila b le  re se a rc h  d e m o n s tra te s  that, a c h ie v e m e n t te s ts  o ften  prove to be a  pow erfu l 
m a r k e r  for c o n tin u e d  success in  a c h ie v e m e n t re a lm s  th a t  a re  lin k ed  to d e s ira b le  
ad o le sc e n t a n d  e a r ly  a d u lth o o d  ou tco m es (D u n n  a n d  M a rk w a rd t 1970). C h ild re n 's  
re a d in g  a c h ie v e m e n t sh o u ld  a lso  be se n s itiv e  to  defic ienc ies  p re s e n t in  a c h ild ’s life 
su c h  a s  lack  o f m a te rn a l  econom ic a n d  p e rs o n a l re so u rce s . T he  p re s s in g  q u e s tio n  is 
w h e th e r  m ere  p a r t ic ip a tio n  in  a n ti-p o v e r ty  p ro g ra m s  su ch  a s  w e lfa re  can  n eg a tiv e ly  
a ffec t c h ild re n ’s a ch iev em en t.
In  th e  la s t  decade , th e  U n ited  S ta te s  h a s  w itn e s se d  a  d ra m a tic  in c re a se  in  th e  
p ro p o r tio n  o f c h ild re n  b e in g  r a is e d  in  po v erty . T h e  official p o v e rty  r a te  for ch ild ren  
in c re a se d  from  15.8 p e rc e n t in  1988 to  20 p e rc e n t in  1997. N e a rly  50 p e rc e n t o f  th is  
in c re a se  is a cco u n ted  for by th e  in c re a se  in  fem a le -h ead ed  h o u seh o ld s  (E g g eb een  an d  
L ic h te r  1991). A pp ro x im ate ly  h a lf  o f  s in g le -m o th e r  fam ilie s  h ave  been  on w e lfa re , and  
s u b s ta n t i a l  p e rc e n ta g e s  h av e  lo n g  s p e l ls  o f  w e lfa re  d e p e n d e n c y  (G a rf in k e l a n d  
M c L a n a h a n  1986). P rev io u s  re s e a rc h  h a s  s u g g e s te d  t h a t  lo n g - te rm  n e g a tiv e  co n se ­
q u e n c e s  m ay  e x is t for ch ild ren  b ro u g h t u p  in  po v erty . Specifically , th e s e  c h ild re n  a re
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m o re  lik e ly  to  h a v e  low  a c ad em ic  a c h ie v e m e n t, d ro p  o u t o f  h ig h  school, ex p e rien ce  
te e n a g e  p re g n a n c y , en g ag e  in  d e lin q u e n t b e h a v io rs  a n d  f in a lly  be tra p p e d  in  p o v e rty  
a n d  w e lfa re  d e p en d en cy  (G a rfin k e l a n d  M c L a n a h a n  1986; F u rs te n b e rg  e t  a l. 1987; Zill 
e t  al. 1991).
In  re c e n t y e a rs ,  th e re  h a v e  b een  key  c h a n g e s  in  th e  w e lfa re  sy s tem , re s u lt in g  in 
low er p ro p o r tio n s  o f  c h ild re n  rece iv in g  su p p o r t. T h e  d ecade  of th e  1980s w as n o t k in d  
to  w e lfa re  r e c ip ie n ts ,  p a r t ic u la r ly  fo r y o u n g  fe m a le -h e a d e d  h o u se h o ld e rs  w ith  c h ild ­
re n . B y 1984, a v e ra g e  g o v e rn m e n t c a sh  t r a n s f e r  p a y m e n ts  h a d  d ec lin ed . D u r in g  a 
d ecad e  t h a t  saw  a n  in c re a se  in  econom ic in e q u a l i ty  a t  a ll incom e levels, th o se  fam ilies  
w ith  in co m es fa l l in g  below  th e  p o v e rty  lin e  w e re  e sp e c ia lly  h a rd  h i t  (N o o n an  a n d  
B ow en  1991). W h ile  “R eag an o m ics,” an d  its  legacy , re d u c e d  a n d  w eak en ed  th e  w elfa re  
s t a te ,  su p p ly  s id e  ta x  a n d  sp e n d in g  po licies h a v e  in te n s if ie d  p o v erty , u n e m p lo y m e n t 
a n d  in e q u a li ty  (A b ram o v itz  a n d  H o p k in s 1983).
R ecen tly , w e lfa re  h a s  b e e n  re fo rm ed  y e t  a g a in . S pecifica lly , th e  A FD C  p ro g ra m  
h a s  b e e n  a ll  b u t  ab o lish e d . In  i t s  p lace  is  th e  T e m p o ra ry  F a m ily  A ss is ta n c e  b lock 
g r a n t  ca lled  T e m p o ra ry  A ss is ta n c e  to  N eed y  F a m ilie s , o r T A N P  t h a t  w ill p rov ide  th e  
s t a te s  w ith  a  fix ed  a m o u n t o f fe d e ra l m oney . S ta te s  a r e  th e n  ex p ec ted  to  re p la c e  
A F D C  w ith  a  s ta te -s p e c if ic  p u b lic  a s s is ta n c e  p ro g ra m  fo r low -incom e fa m ilie s . T he  
s t a te s  a re  no t com p le te ly  free  to  d es ig n  th e i r  ow n  p ro g ra m , how ever; th e re  a re  sev e ra l 
fe d e ra l g u id e l in e s  t h a t  th e  s t a te s  m u s t  follow . In  p a r t ic u la r ,  each  s ta te  m u s t  in s u re  
t h a t  th e r e  a re  w ork  re q u ire m e n ts  im p o sed  on  m o re  th a n  50 p e rc e n t o f th e i r  case load . 
A d d itio n a lly , a n y  fe d e ra l fu n d s  m u s t  be tim e  lim ite d  for in d iv id u a l fam ilie s , w ith  five 
y e a r s  b e in g  th e  c a p  on  life tim e  s u p p o r t  (B la n k  1997). E v e n  th o u g h  th e s e  new  
b e h a v io ra l r e q u ire m e n ts  w ill re q u ire  g re a te r  a d m in is tra t iv e  co s ts  a n d  m a in te n a n c e  by 
c a se w o rk e rs , m a n y  g o v e rn m e n ta l policy  m a k e r s  b e liev e  t h a t  th e s e  c h a n g e s  w ill be 
p o sitiv e . T h is  is b e c a u se  w e lfa re  is  w idely  b e liev ed  to  be  too ex p en siv e , even  th o u g h  
w ith  M ed ica id  e x p e n se s  ex c luded  i t  on ly  r e p r e s e n ts  ro u g h ly  8 p e rc e n t o f th e  n a tio n a l 
b u d g e t (U .S . O ffice o f  M a n a g e m e n t a n d  B u d g e t 1995)- T h is  n ew  sy s te m  is  a rg u e d  to  be 
a n  im p o r ta n t a d v a n c e  b ecau se  i t  w ill p re s u m a b ly  “b re a k ” th e  cycle o f d e p en d en cy  by 
y o u n g  u n w e d  m o th e rs .  T h is  is  w id e ly  b e lie v e d  even  th o u g h  re s e a rc h  sh o w s th a t  
a m o n g  th e  w o m en  w ho e n te r  A FD C , 27 p e rc e n t w ill u se  i t  on ly  for one y e a r , a n d  th a t  
52  p e rc e n t  w ill u s e  i t  for th r e e  y e a r s  o r  le s s  (P a v e t ti  1993). P o li tic ia n s  a rg u e  th a t  
b re a k in g  th e  cycle o f  d ep en d en cy  th ro u g h  w o rk  re q u ire m e n ts  a n d  tim e  lim its  w ill no t 
o n ly  b e  p o s itiv e  fo r th e  c o u n try  b u t  a lso  fo r fa m ilie s  on w e lfa re , m o s t n o ta b ly  yo u n g  
m o th e rs  a n d  th e i r  ch ild ren . W hile  i t  w ill be  h a r d  a t  f irs t , th e  com m on rh e to r ic  is  th a t  
th e s e  w o m en  w ill g a in  e v e n tu a l  econom ic  a n d  p sy ch o lo g ica l b e n e f i ts  fro m  th e i r  
im p o se d  se lf-su ffic ien cy  th a t  w ill be t r a n s la te d  in to  p o sitiv e  g a in s  for th e i r  c h ild re n ’s 
d ev e lo p m en t. G iv en  t h a t  th e  w e lfa re  sy s te m  is  c u rre n tly  b e in g  o v e rh au led  in  favo r o f a  
m ore  s r in g e n t  sy s te m , i t  is  im p o r ta n t  to  fu lly  d o c u m e n t w h e th e r  th e  p r io r  sy s te m  w as 
a s  d a m a g in g  to  c h ild re n  o f y o u n g  m o th e rs  a s  is  w idely  believed .
WHY SHOULD PUBLIC AND PRIVATE SUPPORT 
SYSTEMS IMPACT CHILDREN?
P o v e rty  a n d  fa m ily  s t r u c tu r e  a re  c lo se ly  a s s o c ia te d . A d o le scen t m o th e rs  a re  
e sp e c ia lly  lik e ly  to  b e  th e  so le  p ro v id e rs  fo r th e i r  fam ilie s . S in g le  p a r e n ts  face m a n y  
re s p o n s ib ili t ie s  in  c a r in g  fo r th e i r  ch ild ren . T o p ro v id e  econom ic, socia l a n d  e m o tio n a l
184 SOCIOLOGICAL FOCUS
s u p p o r t for th e i r  c h ild re n , th e s e  m o th e rs  o ften  n eed  e x te rn a l su p p o rt. H ow ever, th e  
p u b lic  s u p p o r t  ty p ic a lly  a v a ila b le  in c lu d es  o n ly  a  fa ir ly  low level o f m a te r ia l  a s s is ­
ta n c e . O ne v a lu a b le  ex cep tio n  to  th is  is th e  p o te n t ia l soc ia l s u p p o r t o ffered  by H ead  
S ta r t  p ro g ram s. P r iv a te  su p p o r t  is  a lso  n e c e ssa ry  to  p ro m o te  ch ildhood  ach ie v em en t. 
O n e  v a lu a b le  fo rm  of p r iv a te  s u p p o r t  is  th e  p re sen ce  o f th e  sp o u se  in  th e  hom e. I f  a  
sp o u se  is  n o t p re s e n t,  a  m o th e r  m ay  s til l h av e  a  m a le  p a r tn e r  p re s e n t in  th e  hom e. 
W hile  th e  effects o f a  m a le  p a r tn e r  in  th e  hom e m ay  v a ry  so m ew h a t from  th e  effects o f 
a  sp o u se  or f a th e r  on c h ild re n ’s a c h ie v e m e n t, th e  c o n tr ib u t io n s  of e i th e r  sh o u ld  be 
po sitiv e  for th e  ch ild ’s em o tio n a l, social a n d  p h y sica l d ev e lo p m en t. T he s u p p o r t o f k in  
c a n  a lso  be v e ry  im p o r ta n t  to  a y o u n g  m o th e r ’s e f fo r ts  to  s u p p o r t  h e r  c h ild ’s 
dev e lo p m en t. F o r  exam p le , p rev io u s  re s e a rc h  h a s  n o ted  t h a t  h a v in g  access to  k in  can  
e n a b le  a y o u n g  m o th e r  to  be m o re  like ly  to p a r t ic ip a te  in  th e  lab o r force (P a r ish , H ao 
an d  H ogan  1991).
R esea rch  o n  w e lfa re  a n d  ch ild ren  h a s  n o ted  th e  m isp e rce p tio n s  a b o u t th e  deg ree  
a n d  tim in g  o f  w e lfa re  effec ts  on ch ild ren . C h ild re n  w h o se  a d o le scen t m o th e rs  receive  
w e lfa re  s u p p o r t  m a y  n o t be im m e d ia te ly  th r e a te n e d .  F u r s te n b e rg ’s (1987 ) w ork  
re v e a ls  th a t  c h ild re n  rece iv in g  A FDC in itia lly  a p p e a r  to  be u n a ffec ted  by w e lfa re  b u t  
m ay  be m ore v u ln e ra b le  to lagged  effects o f su ch  rece ip t. T h e ir  sch o la s tic  a ch ie v em en t 
is  q u ite  s im ila r  to  o th e r  c h ild re n  in  e a r ly  a s s e s s m e n ts .  H ow ever, th e y  te n d  to  la g  
b e h in d  o th e r  c h ild re n , a s  th e y  becom e o lder. M uch  m ay  d ep en d  on w h e th e r  c h ild re n  
re m a in  on w e lfa re . W e n eed  to m ove beyond  c ro ss-sec tio n a l co m p ariso n s o f  ch ild re n ’s 
c u r r e n t  w e lfa re  s t a tu s  a n d  co n sid e r th e  c u m u la tiv e  ex p e rien ce  of b e in g  on w e lfa re  on 
childrv_'n’s a c h ie v e m e n t a n d  acad em ic  success o r  fa ilu re .
L o n g itu d in a l d a ta  a re  a lso  im p o r ta n t to  in v e s tig a te  th e  n a tu r e  o f m o th e r-c h ild  
tra je c to r ie s ; c h a n g e s  in  m o th e rs ’ ex p e rien ces  a ffec t th e i r  ch ild ren . B o th  t r a n s i t io n s  
in to  s in g le  p a re n th o o d  a n d  t r a n s i t io n s  in to  a  tw o -a d u lt h o u se h o ld  m ay  im p a c t th e  
c h ild ’s d e v e lo p m e n t. T y p ica lly , th e re  h a s  n o t b een  e n o u g h  re s e a rc h  on how  p u b lic  
su p p o r t  sy s te m s  in  co n ju n c tio n  w ith  ch a n g e s  in  m o th e rs ’ p e rso n a l lives im p a c t th e i r  
ch ild ren . F o r  ex am p le , p ro longed  rece ip t o f w elfa re  m ay  h av e  an  im p a c t on a  m o th e r’s 
se lf-e s teem , a n d  th u s  in f lu en ce  key choices sh e  m a k e s  la te r  in  life a b o u t su ch  th in g s  
a s  p a r tn e r s  a n d  ch ild ca re  p rac tices . T h ese  choices m ay  in  tu r n  im p ac t h e r  ch ild ren .
EFFECTS OF PUBLIC SUPPORT SYSTEMS
T h e o re tic a l m odels w ith in  th e  sociological a n d  pub lic  policy l i te r a tu re  h av e  b een  
developed  to  c o n s id e r  th e  p o te n tia l im p a c t o f w e lfa re  re c e ip t on ch ild ren . O n e  o f th e  
m o s t p ro m in e n t a rg u e s  th a t  w e lfa re  re c e ip t b re e d s  a  m a la d a p tiv e  “c u ltu re ” in  fam ilies  
a n d  n e ig h b o rh o o d s  (L ew is 1966; M u rra y  1984) t h a t  w ill h a rm  c h ild re n  m o re  th a n  i t  
w ill h e lp  th e m . In  p a r t ic u la r ,  M u rra y  h a s  a rg u e d  th a t  c h ild re n  w ho grow  up  in  ho m es 
t h a t  re ly  on pub lic  s u p p o r t a re  m ore  like ly  to  ad o p t th e i r  m o th e rs ’ im p lic it d e v a lu a tio n  
o f t r a d it io n a l w o rk  a n d  m a rria g e . P a r t ia l ly  th ro u g h  e x a m p le s  s e t by p a re n ts  a n d  by  
d ire c t  in c e n tiv e s , w e lfa re  re c e ip t w ill m o tiv a te  c h ild re n  to  d ev a lu e  school a n d  t r a d i ­
tio n a l m e a s u re s  o f a ch ie v em en t.
P ro p o n e n ts  o f th e  w e lfa re  c u ltu re  m odel (M ead  1992) m a k e  th e  key  a ss u m p tio n  
t h a t  w elfa re  re c e ip t ch a n g e s  p a re n ts ’, n e ig h b o rs ’ a n d  c h ild re n ’s v a lu e s , a t t i tu d e s  a n d  
b eh av io rs . P a re n ts ,  n e ig h b o rs  a n d  y o u th  e v e n tu a lly  b ecom e “tr a p p e d ” in  p o v e rty  a n d  
d ep en d en cy  b e c a u se  o f  th e i r  d e v ia n t v a lu e s  a n d  d y sfu n c tio n a l b eh av io rs . In  th is  view ,
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t im e  lim i ts  on w e lfa re  u se  w ou ld  be a c tu a lly  h e lp fu l, b e c a u se  w e lfa re  i t s e l f  is  th e  
c u lp r i t  (C o rco ran  1995). T h is  m odel w ou ld  s u g g e s t  th a t  w e lfa re  re c e ip t w ou ld  t r a n s ­
la te  in to  low er lev e ls  o f ac h ie v e m e n t am o n g  ch ild ren .
A dvocates o f th e  w e lfa re  c u ltu re  m odel w o u ld  a d d it io n a lly  su g g e s t t h a t  re c e ip t is 
l ik e ly  to  u n d e rm in e  p ro g ra m  p a r t ic ip a n ts ’ s e lf -e s te e m  a n d  s e n s e  of co n tro l (B u tle r
1990). B ecau se  of th e  p o te n tia l e ffec ts  on m a te rn a l  em o tio n a l w ell being , w e lfa re  m a y  
n e g a tiv e ly  a ffe c t p a re n t in g  sk ills . A d d itio n a lly , w e lfa re  m o th e r s  a re  s t ig m a tiz e d  in  
la rg e  p a r t  b e c a u se  m a n y  peo p le  a r e  p e s s im is t ic  a b o u t th e  o v e ra ll v a lu e  o f w e lfa re  
p ro g ram s. E llw ood (1988) a rg u e s  conv incing ly  t h a t  th i s  is  b ecau se  w elfare  b rin g s  som e 
o f o u r  m o s t p rec io u s  v a lu e s  su c h  a s  in d iv id u a l a u to n o m y  a n d  th e  v ir tu e  o f w ork  in to  
conflict. As a  co n seq u en ce , people w ho a re  d e p e n d e n t a re  d e v a lu e d  in  socie ty ’s view .
A n o th e r  im p o r ta n t  p e rsp e c tiv e  on th is  is su e  can  be g le a n e d  from  th e  “new  hom e 
econom ics" m odel (B eck er 1981), a s  i t  p e r ta in s  to  ch ild  a ch ie v em en t. T he  re so u rce s  of 
t im e  a n d  m o n e y  o p e ra te  a s  c o n s t r a in ts  fo r h o u se h o ld  p ro d u c tio n . O ne o f  th e  m ore  
im p o r ta n t  o u tco m es  o f h o u se h o ld  p ro d u c tio n  is  ch ild  d ev e lo p m en t. A cco rd ing  to  th is  
p e rs p e c tiv e , th e  m o re  tim e  a n d  m o n ey  a re  in v e s te d  in  c h ild re n , th e  b e t t e r  th e i r  
e n v iro n m e n t a n d  d e v e lo p m e n t. F o llow ing  fro m  th is ,  w e lfa re  re c e ip t  co u ld  b r in g  in  
m o n e y  to th e  h o u se h o ld , a n d  w o u ld  free  m o th e r s  to in v e s t  m o re  of th e i r  tim e  in  
r e a r in g  th e i r  c h ild re n . W h ile  w e lfa re  s u p p o r t  m a y  b rin g  in  c a sh  a n d  se rv ic e s  to  th e  
fam ily , i t  m ig h t n o t in c re a se  th e  fam ily  incom e to  a  s ig n if ic a n t deg ree  since  th e  fam ily  
h a s  to  m a in ta in  i t s  e lig ib ility  fo r serv ice . A id  fro m  w e lfa re  a llow s fam ilie s  m ore  tim e  
to g e th e r  b u t  d e fic ie n t m o n e ta ry  re so u rce s  m ay  d im in ish  th e  q u a li ty  o f th is  tim e . Y et, 
th i s  m odel s u g g e s ts  t h a t  in c re a se d  w e lfa re  b e n e f i ts  m ay  b e  p o sitiv e  in  som e s i tu a ­
tions.
D esp ite  th is  p o ss ib ility , m u c h  o f th e  a v a ila b le  re s e a rc h  h a s  in v e s tig a te d  th e  
p o te n t ia l ly  n e g a tiv e  e ffec ts  o f w e lfa re  a s s is ta n c e  on  m o th e rs  a n d  th e i r  ch ild ren . T h is  
r e s e a rc h  su g g e s te d  t h a t  m o th e rs  w ho w ere  on w e lfa re  a s  a  ch ild  h av e  a n  in c re a se d  
lik e lih o o d  o f  b e in g  on w e lfa re  d u r in g  th e  f i r s t  five y e a rs  o f  th e i r  ch ild ’s life C h ild re n  
w h o se  m o th e rs  w e re  on w e lfa re  scored  lo w er on a  p resch o o l re a d in g  in v e n to ry  th a n  
c h ild re n  w ho d id  n o t live in  w e lfa re  fam ilie s  (F u r s te n b e r g  e t  ai, 1987). T h is  f in d in g  
co u ld  be in te r p r e te d  by  w e lfa re  c u ltu re  p ro p o n e n ts  to  im p ly  w e lfa re  re c e ip t c a u se s  
p a re n ts  to  te a c h  th e i r  c h ild re n  to  d ev a lu e  tr a d it io n a l a ch ie v e m e n t goals.
H ow ever, re s e a rc h  fo cu s in g  on p o v e rty  lev e ls , r a th e r  th a n  w e lfa re  re c e ip t, h a s  
fo u n d  n e g a tiv e  re la tio n s h ip s  b e tw een  p o v e rty  a n d  c h ild re n 's  sch o la s tic  a ch ie v em en t. 
S p ec ifica lly , p o v e rty  w as  a s s o c ia te d  w ith  lo w er m a th  a n d  sc h o la s tic  a p t i tu d e  sco res 
a m o n g  school age c h ild re n  o f  th e  N LSY 79. In  a d d it io n , e x p o su re  to  r isk  fac to rs  su ch  as 
p o v e rty  s t a tu s  can  a lso  be  lin k ed  w ith  a  g r e a te r  v u ln e ra b il ity  to  a d ju s tm e n t p rob lem s. 
P ro te c tiv e  fa c to rs  su c h  a s  th e  q u a li ty  o f th e  h o m e  e n v iro n m e n t e n h a n c e d  c h ild re n  s 
a c h ie v e m e n t e v e n  w h e n  c o n tro ll in g  fo r r is k  fa c to rs  (D ubow  a n d  L u s te r  1990) T h is  
w ou ld  su g g e s t  t h a t  c a u sa t iv e  m e c h a n ism  is  n o t how  econom ic re so u rc e s  a r e  o b ta in ed  
b u t  th e  s t r u c tu r a l  c o n s t r a in t s  to  c h ild h o o d  a c h ie v e m e n t  t h a t  e x is t  w h e n  th e s e  
econom ic re so u rc e s  a re  defic ien t.
S till o th e r  re s e a rc h  (E d in  a n d  L ein  1997), fo cu s in g  o n  a d u l t  ex p e rien ce s  r a th e r  
th a n  ch ild  ou tco m es, f in d s  l i t t le  ev idence  for th e  v ia b ili ty  o f  th e  w elfa re  c u ltu re  m odel 
a s  a n  e ffec tive  m e a n s  o f e x p la in in g  th e  b e h a v io r  o f w e lfa re  re c ip ie n ts . In s te a d , th e y  
c ite  th e  s t r u c tu r a l  b a r r ie r s  s in g le  m o th e rs  face in  m a in ta in in g  em p lo y m en t. D esp ite
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T h e re  a re  C h e r  fo rm s o f  p u b lic  s u p p o r t th a  t j « l »  ^  ^  p n ) .
p o li tic ia n s  to  h av e  m o re  u n eq u iv o ca l b e n e f  d  c lic a i su p p o r t  to
J r a m s  s u c h  a s  H e a d  S t a r t  a re  g e a r ^  “  '  "  “ .p aU p g  in  t o  p r . g r ™
low -incom e c h ild re n  a n d  ‘h c ,r  '’” '  * ( ;  (.d b  v 8 rio a s  re s e a rc h e r s  (Z ig ler e t  a l  
for c h ild ren 's  a c h ie v e m e n t h ave  b een  d— ^ ,  ^ y ^  ^  ^  ^
1982; Lee, B ro o k s-G u n n  a n d  S c h n  , m o tiv a tio n  fo r le a rn in g .
S t a n  show  g a . *
B ecau se  of th is ,  H e a d  S ta r  le s sen ed  I t  sh o u ld  be  n o ted , how ever,
f l t t l " e r  o X r C  d e c ,™  e a c h  y e a r  a s  th e  ch rld  p ro ceed s  
th o u g h  pub lic  school I M cK ey e t  ,1 . 1986; H a sk in s  1989).
e f f e c t s  o f  p r i v a t e  s u p p o r t  s y s t e m s
O ne v a lu a b le  form  of p o v a te  s u p p  i s t h e  
hom e. A d d itio n a l a d u lt s  cou ld  be  b e ™ f| “ “  ^  s u p p o r t  s ig n if ic a n t o th e rs
C o lem an ’s  (1988) th e o ry  of “ h e  „ la tio „ s h ip b e tw e e n  th e  p a r e n t  a n d
m ay  be a po sitiv e  re so u rce . Social c p  , a d v a n ta g e  of w h a te v e r  f in an c ia l
th e  ch ild , d e t e r m i n e s  w h e th e r  o r n o t a c h t l d c a r .  U .1 .a d v a n U g ^
a n d  h u m a n  c a p ita l th e  a d u lt  c a reg , y h  t s  a n d  o th e r  a d u lts  a re
to o th e r  c a rin g  a d u lt s  in  th e  hom e. ^  in  th e  h o m e , t h e n  th e
a v a ila b le  a n d  w ill in g  to  in t e r a c t  W1 s t ro n g e r  ch ild  a c h ie v e m e n t sk ills
p o te n tia l for h e a l th y  d ev e lo p m e n t ,s  en h a n c e d  a n d  s t ro n g e r
m ay  re su lt, (lvPra l l  level o f fam ily  soc ia l c a p ita l is  a
A n o th e r v a lu a b le  c o n tr ib u to r  o G ra n d p a re n ts  could  p o te n tia lly
g ra n d p a r e n t  w ho m ay  be  liv ing  m  <- is in g  b u rd e n  of m o th e rs , p a r t ic u la r ly  m
ease  th e  econom ic a n d  psyc o ogica U am  e t  a l 198<2 ). F o r  ex am p le , th e y  can
h o m es  w h en  th e  fa th e r  is  n o t p re s e n t  ( p ro v id in g  th e  m o th e r
d ire c tly  p ro v ,d e  e ffec tive  in te ra c t io n  w ith  th e  ch ild  a s  P
m ore  tim e  to sp e n d  w ith  each  ch ild . , be a n  im p o r t a n t  fo rm  of
T he  e x te n s iv e n e s s  of m a te rn a l  em p lo y m en t _ca ^  ^  g r f
p r iv a te  su p p o r t. If  a  y o u n g  m o th e r  is  a  e d T h i in c re a s e d  f in an c ia l
r e g u la r  e m p lo y m e n t, sh e  c a n  ach ie v e  * r  * *  ch ild . O ne conse-
in d ep en d e n ce  cou ld  fac to r in to  a  b e tte  ^  ^  a n n u a l  fa m i ly incom e,
q u en ce  of m o re  c o n s is te n t  fe m a le  em p  y to  nQte how eve r  th a t  exces-
a n o th e r  im p o r ta n t fo rm  of p r iv a te  suppo  _ ^  ^  y o u n g  m o th e r  s a t te m p ts  to
sive  w ork  h o u rs  can  also  be  a  po en  i H ow ever, th e  focus h e re  is  on th e
emplovment, not excessively long
r ; he ^ « t t l t Cn“  achievement. Stress-butf.ring models (Ensel and
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L in  1989) p re d ic t  t h a t  r e s o u rc e s  m a y  co m b in e  in  c o m p e n s a to ry  w ay s, w ith  th e se  
s u p p o r ts  s e rv in g  to  b u ffe r  th e  e ffe c ts  o f d if f ic u lt fam ily  s i tu a t io n s  su c h  a s  la rg e r  
n u m b e r s  o f  c h i ld re n  u n d e r  th e  c a re  o f re la t iv e ly  y o u th fu l m o th e r s  a n d  p o te n t ia l  
s h o r tf a l ls  in  e m o tio n a l re s o u rc e s . T h is  th e o re tic a l  m odel w a s  in i t ia l ly  d ev e lo p ed  to 
e x p la in  how  soc ia l a n d  p sy ch o lo g ica l e n v iro n m e n ts  s im u lta n e o u s ly  im p in g e  o n  a d u lt  
w e ll-b e in g . E n se l a n d  L in  a rg u e  t h a t  a  b u ffe r in g  o r in te r a c t in g  e ffec t is  s a id  to  h ave  
ta k e n  p lace  w h e n  th e  jo in t  p re se n c e  o f  tw o exogenous fa c to rs  im p a c ts  a n  in d iv id u a l s 
w e ll-b e in g  A m o d e l o f  th i s  k in d  w o u ld  p o s i t  t h a t  i f  o n e  e n c o u n te r s  so c ia l o r 
p sy cho log ica l s t r e s s ,  th e n  th e  absence o f so c ia l re s o u rc e s  w o u ld  h a v e  a  d e tr im e n ta l  
e ffec t on th e  o u tcom e in  q u e s tio n . T h is  m odel could  be  m o d ified  to  su g g e s t  t h a t  w hen  
one  e n c o u n te rs  so c ia l o r p sy ch o lo g ica l s t r e s s ,  th e n  th e  presence  o f soc ia l re so u rc e s  
w ou ld  be especially  im p o r ta n t  in  av o id in g  a  d e tr im e n ta l  e ffec t on a g iven  ou tcom e.
A pp lied  to  th i s  p r e s e n t  r e s e a rc h ,  th i s  m o d e l w ou ld  s u g g e s t t h a t  th e  p r iv a te  
s u p p o r t  d e riv ed  from  re g u la r  e m p lo y m e n t a n d  from  b o th  k in  a n d  s ig n if ic a n t o th e rs  
w ill be  e sp e c ia lly  h e lp fu l re s o u rc e s  w h e n  a  y o u n g  m o th e r ’s p e rs o n a l re s o u rc e s  a re  
re d u c e d . P rio r re s e a rc h  t h a t  focuses on th e  effec ts o f co m m u n ity  re so u rc e s  o n  ad o les­
c e n t  p ro b le m  b e h a v io r s  le n d s  s u p p o r t  to  th e  p re d ic a tiv e  p o w e r o f t h i s  m odel. 
S p ec if ic a lly  s e le c te d  c o m m u n ity  re s o u rc e s  a re  e sp e c ia lly  im p o r t a n t  m  d e te r r in g  
a d o le s c e n t p ro b le m  b e h a v io r  w h e n  ca lled  u p o n  in  s i tu a t io n s  w h e re  a  p a r e n t  s ow n 
re s o u rc e s  a re  co m p rised  (K o w a le sk i-Jo n es  1998). T h is  f in d in g  s ig n a ls  th e  u se fu ln e ss  
o f th e  s tre s s -b u ffe r in g  m odel to  d e sc r ib e  th e  p o te n t ia l ly  c o n tin g e n t effec ts  o f p n v a te
s u p p o r t  on ch ild  ou tcom es.
In  s u m m a ry , th e  m a jo r  a im  of th i s  p a p e r  is  to  d e te rm in e  th e  im p o r ta n c e  of
p u b lic  s u p p o r t  s u c h  a s  w e lfa re  re c e ip t, r e la tiv e  to  th e  p o te n t ia l  p n v a te  s u p p o r t  o f 
m o th e rs  a n d  o th e r  fam ily  m e m b e rs , on c h ild re n ’s re a d in g  a c h ie v e m e n t. In  p a r t ic u la r ,
1 e v a lu a te  th e  c la im  t h a t  p a r t ic ip a t io n  in  a n t i  p o v e rty  p ro g ra m ,; su ch  a s  w e“ a r « 
u l t im a te ly  t r a n s la t e s  in to  a  d e t r im e n ta l  le a r n in g  e n v iro n m e n t fo r c h ild re n . B o th  
re s e a rc h  an d  p o p u la r  rh e to r ic  h a v e  p o in ted  to  th e  p o te n tia l fo r w e lfa re  re c e ip t to  erode 
m a te r n a l  s e lf -e s te e m  a n d  m o tiv a t io n  an d  th u s  c re a te  a n  e n v ir o n m e n t in  w h ich  
c h ild re n  a re  a t  a  d is a d v a n ta g e  in  a c h ie v e m e n t. H ow ever, I e x p e a  t h a t  th e  p o sitiv e  
effec ts  o f fam ily  incom e w ill be  m o re  im p o r ta n t  th a n  th e  p o te n t ia l  n e g a tiv e  effects ot 
p a r t ic ip a tio n  in  pub lic  s u p p o r t p ro g ra m s in  a ffec tin g  ch ild  re a d in g  ach ie v em en t. O th e r  
re s e a rc h  h a s  p o in te d  to  th e  r e la tiv e  im p o rta n c e  o f o th e r  re so u rc e s  t h a t  a re  exp en d ed  
to w a rd  th e  h e a l th y  d ev e lo p m en t o f ch ild ren . I f  th e re  a re  a d d it io n a l av a ila b le  a d u lts  to 
in v e s t  th e i r  t im e  a n d  e n e rg y  in to  th e  o v e ra ll level o f so c ia l c a p ita l  p r e s e n t  m  th e  
ch ild 's  hom e, th e n  th e  ch ild  w ill h a v e  a  r ic h e r  s e t  o f re s o u rc e s  to  a id  in  th e  d eve lop ­
m e n t  o f a c h ie v e m e n t sk ills . B ased  on th i s  re a s o n in g , I ex p e c t to  f in d  ev id en ce  of th e  
p o s itiv e  effects o f  p r iv a te  s u p p o r t  p ro v id ed  by m o th e rs  a n d  fam ily  m e m b e rs  on ch ild  
r e a d in g  ac h ie v e m e n t. M oreover, I expec t to  find  t h a t  m e a s u re s  o f  p r iv a te  s u p p o r t w ill 
b e  even  m ore im p o r ta n t  to  c h ild re n  in  s i tu a t io n s  w h e re  th e r e  a re  sh o r tfa l ls  in  m a te r ­
n a l p e rs o n a l re so u rce s .
SAMPLE AND METHODS
To s e p a ra te  th e  e ffec ts  o f p r iv a te  a n d  p u b lic  s u p p o r t s y s te m s  on c h ild re n , I u se  
th e  fo llow ing  s tra te g y . F ir s t ,  I e s t im a te  th e  e ffec ts  o f  m a te rn a l  an d  ch ild  b a c k g ro u n d  
c h a ra c te r i s t ic s  o n  c h i ld re n  s r e a d in g  a b il i ty  u s in g  O rd in a ry  L e a s t  S q u a re s  (O L h)
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re g re ss io n  te c h n iq u e s  for w e ig h ted  d a ta . S econd , 1 con sid er th e  p o te n tia l p r iv a te  su p ­
p o r t  o f th e  p re se n c e  of a  m a le  p a r tn e r ,  th e  p re s e n c e  o f g r a n d p a re n ts  a n d  th e  e x te n ­
s iv e n e ss  of m a te rn a l  em p lo y m en t. I a lso  e v a lu a te  th e  p o te n t ia l  n e g a tiv e  e ffec ts o f 
la rg e r  fam ily  sizes. B ecause  th e  av e ra g e  fam ily  incom e over th e  life tim e  o f  th e  ch ild  is 
h y p o th e s iz e d  to  h a v e  a n  im p o r ta n t  effec t on  c h ild re n ’s a cad em ic  d e v e lo p m e n t, 1 
in c lu d e  i t  in to  th e  o v era ll m odel a s  a  s e p a ra te  s tep . C o m p ariso n  o f  th e s e  tw o  m odels 
a lso  show s w h e th e r  th e  effects o f fam ily  co m p o sitio n  o b se rv ed  in  th e  p re v io u s  m odel 
a re  red u ced  w h en  fam ily  incom e is s ta tis tic a lly  contro lled .
A t th is  p o in t , I c o n s id e r  in te ra c t io n s ,  m o tiv a te d  by  s tre s s -b u f fe r in g  m odels, 
b e tw e e n  p r iv a te  s u p p o r t  sy s te m s  a n d  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  o f th e  m o th e r  a n d  th e  child . 
P re v io u s  re s e a rc h  (M e n a g h a n , K o w a le sk i-Jo n es  a n d  M o tt 1997) s u g g e s ts  t h a t  th e  
c o m b in a tio n  of p o te n tia l s t re s s o rs  an d  re so u rc e s  is  im p o r ta n t in  e x p la in in g  academ ic  
o u tcom es in  e a r ly  ad o le scen ts  in  th e  N LSY 79. G iven  th a t  th is  sam p le  is  co m p rised  o f 
c h ild re n  b o rn  to  a d o le scen t m o th e rs  w ho m ay  be like ly  to  h a v e  low er levels o f  p e rso n a l 
re so u rce s , I expec t th e se  ty p es  o f  re la tio n sh ip s  to  be especia lly  like ly  to occur.
F in a lly , I e v a lu a te  th e  e ffec ts  o f w e lfa re  re c e ip t o ver th e  c h ild ’s life  sp a n , a  
m e a s u re  o f pub lic  su p p o rt. By b u ild in g  th e  m odel in  a n  ad d itiv e  m a n n e r , I am  ab le  to 
a s s e s s  how  m u ch  a d d it io n a l s u p p o r t  w elfa re  c o n tr ib u te s  to  c h ild re n ’s a ch ie v e m e n t. 
T h is  type  of m odeling  w ill a lso  allow  a d irec t e x a m in a tio n  o f cla im s, b a sed  on  prev ious 
re s e a rc h  (F u rs te n b e rg  e t  al. 1987), th a t  su s ta in e d  w elfa re  re c e ip t p laces c h ild re n  a t  a  
d is a d v a n ta g e  in  th e i r  cogn itive  d ev e lo p m en t. I t  is  im p o r ta n t to  n o te  t h a t  d a ta  a re  
w e ig h ted  to  co rrec t fo r th e  o v e rsa m p lin g  of non -W h ite  a n d  H isp an ic  re s p o n d e n ts  in 
th e  N LSY 79 an d  fo r selective a t t r i t io n  from  th e  N LSY 79 be tw een  1979 a n d  1988.
SAMPLE
D a ta  fo r th i s  a n a ly s is  a re  from  th e  1988 d a ta  from  th e  N a tio n a l L o n g itu d in a l 
S u rv ey  o f Y ou th  (N LSY 79). T he  y o u th  co h o rt is  a  pan e l s tu d y  of a n a tio n a l sam p le  o f 
y o u th  who w ere 14-21 m  1979 (25-32 in  19K8), T he  in i tia l sam p le  o v e r-re p re se n te d  
b lack s , H isp an ic s  a n d  econom ically  d is a d v a n ta g e d  w h ite  y o u th . T h is  co h o rt h a s  been 
re in te rv ie w e d  ev e ry  y e a r  from  1979 to  1994. C h ild re n  of th e  w om en  in  th e  N LSY 79 
sa m p le  h ave  b e e n  in te rv ie w e d  a n d  a ss e sse d  on a  n u m b e r  of d im e n s io n s  in c lu d in g  
co g n itiv e  a c h ie v e m e n t a n d  em o tio n a l an d  b e h a v io ra l d ev e lo p m en t e v e ry  o th e r  y e a r  
s ince  1986. T he sa m p le  for th is  a n a ly s is  is  c h ild re n  w ho w ere  b o m  b e tw e e n  th e  1979 
a n d  1982 su rv ey s  to  ad o lescen t m o th e rs  (defined  a s  h a v in g  th e i r  f i r s t  ch ild  a t  age 20 
or younger). T h u s , th e  sam p le  fo r th is  re se a rc h  is  1382 ch ild ren  w ho w ere  b e tw e e n  th e  
a g e s  o f 6 a n d  10 in  1988. I choose to  s tu d y  th i s  ag e  ra n g e  of c h ild re n  fo r se v e ra l 
re a s o n s . F ir s t, m u ch  o f th e  e x ta n t  re s e a rc h  o n  th e  effects o f w e lfa re  u se  on ch ild ren  
h a s  e i th e r  focused  on very  y o u n g  c h ild re n ’s a d ju s tm e n t o r th e  p o te n tia l fo r in te rg e n -  
e ra t io n a l t r a n s fe r s  from  te e n a g e  m o th e rs  to  th e i r  te en a g e  c h ild re n  (C u rr ie  a n d  Cole 
1993; C u rr ie  1995). R e la tiv e ly  few er s tu d ie s  h av e  focused  on th i s  p e rio d  o f m idd le  
c h ild h o o d , w h ic h  o v e ra ll is  a n  u n d e r s tu d ie d  s e g m e n t o f th e  life  c o u rse . S econd , 
s tu d y in g  c h ild re n  w ho a re  six  to  te n  a llow s lo n g e r- te rm  e v a lu a tio n  of th e  effec ts of 
w e lfa re  re c e ip t th a n  w ou ld  be  a ffo rd ed  by s tu d y in g  th e  im p a c t o f life t im e  w elfa re  
r e c e ip t  in  e a r ly  ch ild h o o d . Y et, d e te c tin g  e ffe c ts  in  th i s  age  ra n g e  w ill p ro v id e  
in fo rm a tio n  a t  a n  im p o r ta n t “m id p o in t” in  th e  ch ild ’s life tim e  tra je c to ry , w ell before 
th e  ch ild  w ill h a v e  to  m a k e  a d u l t  dec is ions a n d  tr a n s it io n s . F in a lly , 1988 re p re s e n ts
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As a  m e a s u re  o f  th e  c h ild ’s a c a d e m ic  a c h ie v e m e n t,  I focus on  th e  re a d in g  
re c o g n itio n  se c tio n s  o f th e  P eab o d y  In d iv id u a l A ch ie v e m e n t T e s t (P IA T ) (D u n n  a n d  
M a r k w a rd t  1970). T h e  P IA T  is  a  w ide ly  u s e d  m e a s u re  o f a cad em ic  a c h ie v e m e n t for 
c h ild re n  ag ed  five a n d  o lder. B ecau se  o f  th e i r  h ig h  te s t - r e te s t  re lia b ili ty  a n d  c o n c u r­
r e n t  v a lid ity , th e  PIA T  te s ts  h av e  b een  u se d  e x te n s iv e ly  to  m e a s u re  acad em ic  ach ie v e ­
m e n t . T h e  P IA T  R e a d in g  R eco g n itio n  a s s e s s m e n t  m e a s u re s  w ord  re c o g n itio n  a n d  
p ro n u n c ia tio n  a b il ity . T h is  a s s e s s m e n t  c o n ta in s  84 i te m s , each  w ith  4 o p tio n s  th a t  
in c re a s e  in  d if f ic u lty  from  p re sch o o l to  h ig h  schoo l lev e ls . S k ills  a s s e s s e d  in c lu d e  
m a tc h in g  le t te r s ,  n a m in g  n a m e s  a n d  re a d in g  s in g le  w o rd s a loud . C h ild re n  e n te r  th e  
a s s e s s m e n t  a t  a n  a g e -a p p ro p r ia te  i te m  a n d  e s ta b l i s h  a  “b a s a l” by a t t a in i n g  five 
co n secu tiv e  c o rre c t resp o n ses . A ce ilin g  is re a c h e d  w h en  th e  ch ild  in co rrec tly  id e n tif ie s  
five o u t sev en  ite m s . In  th is  a n a ly s is , I u se  n a tio n a lly  n o rm ed  p e rc e n tile  sco res . To 
c o n s tru c t  th e  p e rc e n tile  sco res , th e  c h ild ’s ra w  score w a s  n o rm ed , on a n  age-spec ific  
b a s is , a g a in s t  a  n a tio n a l sam p le  o f 2887  k in d e rg a r te n  th ro u g h  tw e lf th -g ra d e  c h ild re n  
in  th e  la te  19(>0s. In  th e  co n tex t o f a  m u ltip le  re g re ss io n  a n a ly s is , a  o n e -u n it ch an g e  in  
a n  in d e p e n d e n t v a r ia b le  o f in te r e s t  is  a s so c ia te d  w ith  a  o n e -p e rcen tile  p o in t  ch an g e  in  
th e  c h ild ’s r e a d in g  re c o g n itio n  sco re . T a b le  1 p re s e n ts  th e  w e ig h ted  m e a n s  o f  th e  
p re d ic to r  v a r ia b le s  a n d  th e i r  c o rre la tio n s  w ith  th e  P IA T  re a d in g  reco g n itio n  te s t .  T he  
c h ild re n  in  th is  s a m p le  p e rfo rm ed  w ith in  a v e ra g e  leve ls on  th e  P IA T  re a d in g  reco g ­
n it io n  te s t;  th e  av e ra g e  score w as a p p ro x im a te ly  w ith in  th e  55 pe rcen tile .
PUBLIC SUPPORT
P u b lic  s u p p o r t is a s s e sse d  by e v a lu a t in g  su m m a ry  m e a su re s  of w e lfa re  rece ip t. 
W e lfa re  ex p e rie n c e  is  m e a s u re d  by re c e ip t  o f  a n y  ty p e  o f  w e lfa re  s u p p o r t  fro m  th e  
b i r th  o f th e  ch ild  to  th e  ou tco m e  y e a r  o f 1988. T h is  m e a s u re  is  a  s u m m a ry  of th e  
p e r c e n t  o f  s u rv e y  y e a r s  t h a t  th e  c h ild ’s fa m ily  re c e iv e d  A id to  F a m il ie s  w ith  
D e p e n d e n t C h ild re n , food s ta m p s  o r a n y  fo rm  o f su p p le m e n ta l  in co m e  fro m  th e  
g o v e rn m e n t in  e a c h  s u rv e y  y e a r . E v en  th o u g h  su p p le m e n ta l  soc ia l in co m e  is  m o s t 
o f te n  is su e d  to  e ld e r ly  re c ip ie n ts , I a c c o u n t fo r i t  in  th i s  r e s e a rc h  b e c a u se  i t  is  a lso  
is su e d  to in d iv id u a ls  w ith  d is a b il it ie s  t h a t  cou ld  en co m p ass th e  m o th e rs  co n sid e red  in  
th is  re s e a rc h
T h is  m e a s u re  o f pub lic  s u p p o r t is  a  g e n e ra l m e a s u re  b y  design . M y in t e n t  in  th is  
re s e a rc h  is  to  e s ta b l is h  w h e th e r  th e r e  a re  b a se lin e  e ffec ts o f p a r t ic ip a tio n  in  a n  a n t i ­
p o v e rty  p ro g ra m  fo r ch ild ren . I t  m ay  b e  t h a t  a c c o u n tin g  fo r th e  d if fe re n tia l im p a c t o f 
food s ta m p s , A FD C  c a s h  p a y m e n ts  a n d  s u p p le m e n ta l  incom e p a y m e n ts  co u ld  a ffo rd  
som e im p o r ta n t  re f in e m e n ts  to  th e  r e s u l ts  I d is c u ss  in  th is  p a p e r . H ow ever, th e r e  a re  
im p o r ta n t  col l in e a r i ty  p ro b lem s w ith  th is  s t ra te g y , g iven  t h a t  th o se  w om en  e lig ib le  for 
A FD C  a re  a u to m a tic a lly  e lig ib le  fo r p a r t ic ip a tio n  in  th e  food s ta m p  p ro g ra m , a lth o u g h  
n o t  e v e ry  r e c ip ie n t  chooses to  p a r t ic ip a te .  A d d itio n a lly , I o p e ra t io n a l iz e  w e lfa re
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re c e ip t a s  a  s u m m a ry  o f a  d icho tom ous m e a s u re  o f w h e th e r  a  ch ild ’s fam ily  rece ived  
w e lfa re  s u p p o r t  o r  n o t in  a  g iv en  su rv ey  y e a r .  I ack n o w led g e  th a t  a c c o u n tin g  for th e  
a m o u n ts  o f p a y m e n ts  m ig h t a ffo rd  a  s o m e w h a t d if fe re n t p ic tu re  o f th e  im p a c t o f 
w e lfa re  re c e ip t. H o w ever, i t  is  m y  a im  to  e s ta b l i s h  w h e th e r  th e r e  a re  e ffec ts  from  
life tim e  p a r t ic ip a tio n  in  w e lfa re , n o t from  th e  d e g re e  o f d isp e n sa tio n . T h e  m e a s u re ­
m e n t  o f  w e lfa re  re c e ip t in  th is  re s e a rc h  is  c o n s is te n t w ith  o th e r  re c e n t in v e s tig a tio n s  
o f th e  e ffec t o f  p u b lic  a s s is ta n c e  re c e ip t on c h ild re n  (M e n a g h a n  e t  al. 1998; P a rc e l a n d  
M e n a g h a n  1997). F in a lly , 1 do n o t a c c o u n t for th e  e ffec ts  o f  h o u sin g  s u b s id ie s  t h a t  
m o th e rs  o f th e  c h ild re n  in  th i s  sa m p le  m ig h t h av e  received . T h is  is  a n  im p o r ta n t form  
o f p u b lic  s u p p o r t  b u t  u n fo r tu n a te ly  th is  in fo rm a tio n  is  n o t  av a ila b le  in  th e  N L SY 79 
d a ta .
TABLE 1
WEIGHTED MEANS AND ZERO ORDER CORRELATIONS WITH PIAT READING 





esteem in 1980 3.12 .39
age in 1988 27.68 1.96
dropout (X = yes) .45 .50





age in 1988 7.85 1.30
low birth weight .08 .29
current health probtems .02 .13
head sta rt participation .18 .43
Current Family Characteristics
num ber of older siblings .99 .82
num ber of younger siblings 1.06 1,07
PRIVATE SUPPORT
Extensiveness of M aternal Employment
Average ^  of weeks worked, b ir th -1988 20.31 15.43
Male P artner P resent
% of surveys present, b i r th -1988 .69 .39
G randparents Present
% of surveys present, b i r th -1988 .16 .28
Total Family Income (m easured in 1000s)
Annual Average, birth-1988 17.67 9.03
PUBLIC SUPPORT 
Welfare Received
























Note: a = p < .001, b =p < .01, c -p < .05, d = p < .10
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M o th e rs , on  a v e ra g e , rece iv ed  som e fo rm  of w e lfa re  b e n e fits  in  37 p e rc e n t o f  th e  
su rv e y  y e a r s  fro m  th e  b i r th  o f  th e  c h ild  to  1988. T h is  a s s is ta n c e  w a s  s ig n if ic a n tly  
a s s o c ia te d  w ith  lo w er sco res  on  a  1988 m e a s u re  o f re a d in g  a b ility ; s t a te d  so m e w h a t 
d if fe re n tly , th e  h ig h e r  th e  p e rc e n ta g e  o f s u rv e y  y e a rs  t h a t  m o th e rs  re ce iv ed  w e lfa re  
b en e fits , th e  lo w er th e  ch ild ’s re a d in g  score  
(r = 24).
PRIVATE SUPPORT
To a s s e s s  th e  p o te n t ia l  effec ts  o f p r iv a te  s u p p o r t  sy s te m s , I co n s id e r th e  im p a c t 
o f  a  sp o u se  o r  a  m a le  p a r t n e r  in  th e  h o u se h o ld . T h is  is  d e te rm in e d  by  n o tin g  th e  
p re se n c e  o f a  sp o u se  or m a le  p a r tn e r  from  th e  b i r th  o f th e  ch ild  to  th e  ou tcom e y e a r  o f 
1988. T h is  is  m e a s u re d  a s  a  s u m m a ry  o f th e  p e rc e n t o f su rv e y  y e a rs  t h a t  a  sp o u se  or 
p a r tn e r  w a s  p r e s e n t  in  th e  c h ild ’s hom e. O n  a v e ra g e , a  m a le  p a r tn e r  w a s  p r e s e n t  in  
th e  c h ild ’s h o m e  6 9  p e rc e n t  o f  th e  c h ild ’s life , a n d  th i s  w a s  a s s o c ia te d  w ith  h ig h e r  
r e a d in g  sco res (r = .09).
A v e ra g e  fa m ily  in co m e  is  c o n s id e re d  to  b e  a n  in d ic a n t  o:f p r iv a te  s u p p o r t .  
A v erag e  fam ily  incom e in  th e  h o u seh o ld  is  m e a s u re d  by  a v e ra g e  incom e, e a rn in g s  a n d  
b e n e f i ts  a v a i la b le  to  th e  fa m ily  from  th e  b i r th  o f  th e  c h ild  to  th e  ou tco m e  y e a r  o f  
1988.1 A v e ra g e  fam ily  in co m e  g e n e ra te d  o v e r th e  c h ild ’s life  s p a n  w a s  o n  a v e ra g e  
$ 17 ,672 , a n d  w a s  s ig n if ic a n tly  a sso c ia te d  w ith  h ig h e r  r e a d in g  levels (r = .25).
T h e  e x te n s iv e n e s s  o f  m o th e r ’s em p lo y m e n t is  ta p p e d  by  th e  av e rag e  n u m b e r  o f 
w eek s  w o rk ed  p e r  y e a r  w o rk ed  from  th e  b ir th  o f th e  ch ild  to  th e  o u to m e  y e a r  o f 1988. 
O n  a v e ra g e , m o th e r s  w o rk ed  a b o u t 20 w e e k s  o u t  o f  th e  y e a r  o v e r th e  c h ild ’s life ; 
w o rk in g  m ore  w eek s  p e r  y e a r  w as  s ig n if ic a n tly  a s s o c ia te d  w ith  h ig h e r  r e a d in g  lev e ls  
( r  = .18). A d d itio n a lly , I c o n s id e r  th e  p o te n t ia l ly  p o s itiv e  im p a c t t h a t  th e  p re se n c e  of 
r e s id e n t ia l  k in  s u p p o r t  m a y  h a v e  on c h i ld re n 's  o u tco m es . S p ec ifica lly , I in c lu d e  a  
m e a s u re  o f  g r a n d p a r e n t  p re se n c e  in  th e  h o m e  over th e  ch ild 's  life sp an . G ra n d p a re n t  
p re s e n c e  is  m e a s u re d  b y  th e  a v e ra g e  o f th e  p e rc e n t  o f s u rv e y  y e a r s  t h a t  e i t h e r  a 
g ra n d m o th e r  o r  a  g r a n d f a th e r  w as p re s e n t  in  th e i r  hom e from  b ir th  o f  ch ild  to  1988. 
T h e re  is  a  p o ss ib ility  t h a t  g ra n d p a re n ts  m a y  be  m o re  lik e ly  to  e n te r  h o u seh o ld s  w h e re  
a  p a re n t  o r c h ild  m ay  be e n c o u n te r in g  e m o tio n a l o r a c a d e m ic  d ifficu ltie s . T h is  fa c to r  
sh o u ld  be k e p t  in  m in d  w h e n  in te rp re t in g  th e  m u l t iv a r ia te  re s u lts . In  th is  sa m p le  o f 
c h ild re n , g r a n d p a r e n ts  w ere  p re s e n t in  th e  h o m e  fo r a n  av e ra g e  o f 16 p e rc e n t o f  th e  
ch ild ’s life.
MOTHER CHARACTERISTICS
W ith in  th i s  a n a ly s is ,  I c o n c e n tra te  o n  s e v e ra l  im p o r ta n t  m a te rn a l  c h a ra c te r ­
is tic s . T h e  m o th e r ’s co g n itiv e  re so u rc e s  a re  in d e x e d  by  w h e th e r  o r  n o t sh e  w as  a  h ig h  
schoo l d ro p o u t  a n d  b y  th e  A rm ed  F o rce s  Q u a lify in g  T e s t  (A FQ T ), a  s ta n d a rd iz e d  
m e a s u re  o f co g n itiv e  sk i lls  t h a t  a ll N L S  Y o u th  co m p le ted  in  1980. I in c lu d e  m o th e r ’s 
ow n cogn itive  a b il i ty  to  a c c o u n t fo r th e  s t ro n g  co n n ec tio n  b e tw e e n  m o th e r ’s  co g n itiv e  
fa c ility  a n d  h e r  c h ild ’s a c h ie v e m e n t (M oore a n d  S y n d e r  1991). A s t r ik in g  n u m b e r  o f 
th e  m o th e rs , a lm o s t h a l f  (45  p e rcen t) , fa ile d  to o b ta in  a  h ig h  school d ip lo m a. T h is  la ck  
o f e d u c a tio n  is  s ig n if ic a n tly  a s s o c ia te d  w ith  th e i r  c h ild 's  s u b s e q u e n t r e a d in g  a b il ity  (r
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- - .1 3 ) .  H ig h e r  A FQ T  sco res on th e  p a r t  o f th e  m o th e r  a re  s ig n ifican tly  asso c ia ted  w ith  
h ig h e r  sco res o n  re a d in g  a b il ity  on th e  p a r t  o f th e  ch ild  (r = .35).
M o th e r’s se lf-e s te e m  is  a lso  in c lu d e d  a n d  is  m e a s u re d  by th e  R o sen b erg  ten - 
p o in t in d ex , co m p le ted  b y  m o th e rs  in  1980. T h e  ra t io n a le  for in c lu d in g  m o th e r’s s e l f ­
e s teem  is  b a se d  on s tre s s -b u ffe r in g  m odels (E n se l a n d  L in  1991; L in  a n d  E n se l 1989). 
R ecall t h a t  th e s e  m o d e ls  su g g e s t t h a t  m a te rn a l  re s o u rc e s  m a y  in te r a c t  w ith  p r iv a te  
su p p o r t, w ith  th e  p o sitiv e  effects o f  p r iv a te  re so u rc e s  becom ing  p a r t ic u la r ly  im p o r ta n t 
in  h o u seh o ld s  w h e re  th e  m o th e rs  h a v e  few er p e rs o n a l re so u rce s  su c h  as  po sitiv e  se lf­
e s te e m . F o r  th is  s a m p le  o f  c h ild re n , m a te rn a l  se lf-e s te e m  is  b iv a r ia te ly  a sso c ia te d  
w ith  h ig h e r  re a d in g  a c h ie v e m e n t sco res (r = . 12).
FAMILY AND CHILD CHARACTERISTICS
C h ild  g e n d e r  is  coded one i f  m a le . C h ild  h e a l th  p rob lem s a re  co nsidered  p re s e n t 
i f  th e  m o th e r  r e p o r ts  t h a t  th e  c h ild  h a s  p ro b le m s t h a t  a ffec t h is  o r  h e r  a b il i ty  to  
a tte n d  school, p la y  sp o r ts  o r  p lay  w ith  o th e r  c h ild re n . T h e  ch ild  is  con sid e red  to  h av e  
h a d  a  low b ir th  w e ig h t i f  th e  w e ig h t is  le s s  th a n  5.5 p o u n d s . E th n ic ity  is m e a s u re d  by 
d u m m y  v a r ia b le s  to  d is tin g u ish  w h ite , b lack  a n d  H isp a n ic  ch ild ren . T ab le  1 in d ic a te s  
t h a t  th e  m a jo rity  o f th e  s a m p le  is  w h ite  (65 p e rc e n t)  b u t  th a t  th e r e  is a  s ig n if ic a n t 
m in o r ity  o f  b la c k s  a n d  H isp a n ic s  in  th e  s a m p le  (24  p e rc e n t a n d  11 p e rc e n t re sp e c ­
tively).
H ead  S ta r t  p a r tic ip a tio n  is  a lso  co n tro lled  in  th is  a n a ly s is  a n d  is  m e a su re d  b y  a  
d u m m y  v a r ia b le  coded  1 i f  th e  ch ild  w as ever  in  a  H e a d  S ta r t  p ro g ra m  a s  o f 1988. 
A p p ro x im a te ly  tw e n ty  p e rc e n t  o f th e  c h i ld re n  e v e r  p a r t ic ip a te d  in  H e a d  S ta r t .  
H ow ever, th e r e  w a s  n o t th e  positive  co rre la tio n  b e tw een  H ead  S ta r t  in v o lv em en t a n d  
re a d in g  a c h ie v e m e n t t h a t  w ou ld  b e  expected . T h is  b iv a r ia te  re la tio n s h ip  (r = -. 11) 
could  b e  d u e  to  th e  fa c t th a t  c h ild re n  w ho a r e  s te e r e d  to w a rd  H e a d  S ta r t  a re  a lso  
c h ild re n  w ith  low  fam ily  incom e a n d  few er m a te r ia l  su p p o r ts . In  m a n y  cases , H ead  
S ta r t  p a r t ic ip a tio n  co u ld  h av e  o ccu rred  a t  a  tim e  te m p o ra lly  d is ta n t  to th e  ou tcom e 
yea r. T h is  su g g e s ts  th e  p o te n tia l for fa ll-aw ay  effects, a n  is su e  c u rre n tly  u n d e r  d eb a te  
(G a lp e r , W igfield  a n d  S ee fe ld t 1997; B o rden  a n d  O ’B e irn e  1989; C u rr ie  an d  T h o m as 
1995) b y  b o th  sc h o la rs  a n d  p o litic ian s .
F in a lly , se v e ra l fam ily  c h a ra c te r is tic s  a r e  co n tro lled  w ith in  th is  an a ly s is ; sp ec i­
fically , d u m m y  v a r ia b le s  fo r th e  n u m b e rs  o f o lder a n d  y o u n g e r s ib lin g s o f th e  ch ild  a re  
inc luded . T h e  sam p le  w as  ev en ly  s p l it  b e tw e e n  g ir ls  a n d  boys. Boys w ere  a t  a  d is tin c t 
d is a d v a n ta g e  in  r e a d in g  ab ility , a t  le a s t  a s  in d ic a te d  by  th e  s ig n if ic a n t co rre la tio n  (r = 
-.11). O n  a  b iv a r ia te  lev e l, s ib lin g  d e n s i ty  is  n e g a tiv e ly  a s so c ia te d  w ith  c h ild re n ’s 
re a d in g  ab ility .
RESULTS
I e s t im a te  m u l tiv a r ia te  m odels to  p re d ic t re a d in g  a b il ity  in  1988 a s  a  fu n c tio n  o f 
pub lic  a n d  p r iv a te  s u p p o r t  sy s tem s . All a n a ly s e s  u s e  w e ig h ted  d a ta ,  m e a n  s u b s t i tu ­
t io n  a n d  c o n tro l fo r m o th e r , ch ild  a n d  fam ily  c h a ra c te r is t ic s . T a b le  2 p re s e n ts  th e  
u n s ta n d a rd iz e d  O L S  reg re ss io n  coefficients.
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TABLE 2
READING RECOGNITION: EFFECTS OF PRIVATE AND PUBLIC 
SUPPORT SYSTEMS. UNSTANDARDIZED REGRESSION COEFFICIENTS 
FOR 1382 NLSY79 CHILDREN AGED 6-10 IN 1988
Item 1 2 3 4
Mother Characteristics
esteem
dropout -2.57d -4.54b -4.50b
age 1.20b 1.03b .85c •84c
AFQT 39a .36 a ■35a .35 a
Child Characteristics
male -5.60a -5.56a -5.57a 5.55a
black
Hispanic
low b irth  weight -7.76b -7.88b -7.78b -7.47b
curren t health  problems -4.20 -3.81
* m aternal esteem -19.80d -19.53d
Head S ta r t  in 1988
Current Fam ily Characteristics
younger siblings
older siblings -5.00a -5.30a -5.22a -5.00a
PRIVATE SUPPORT
Mother's W eeks Worked .05 .02
* maternal esteem -,24c -24e
Male P artn er Present -6,31c
G randparents Present 6.91c 9.37c 9.30c
* m aternal esteem -15.47c -15.42c
Total Fam ily Income ■ 03a .04 a ,03b
* younger siblings ,02b ,02b
PUBLIC SUPPORT
W elfare Receipt -4-56
R^ (Adjusted R^l .16 (.15) .17 (.16) .18 (.17! .18 (.17)
a = p < .001, b -■ p  < .01, c ~ p  < .05, d = p  < .10
Coefficients for variables th a t  have non significant effects on the dependent variable are not shown.
P a n e l o n e  of T a b le  2 p re s e n ts  r e g re s s io n  co e ff ic ien ts  for th e  e ffec ts  o f  p r iv a te  
s u p p o r t  s y s te m s  o n  c h i ld r e n ’s re a d in g  a b il i ty  in  1988 , c o n tro ll in g  fo r b a c k g ro u n d  
c h a ra c te r is t ic s  o f th e  m o th e r  a n d  th e  ch ild  a n d  p r iv a te  s u p p o r t a s  in d ic a te d  b y  fam ily  
co m p o s itio n . In  a d d itio n , th i s  s te p  c o n s id e rs  th e  e ffec ts  o f n u m b e r  o f  s ib lin g s  o f  th e  
c h ild  o n  re a d in g  a b il ity . C o n s is te n t a c ro s s  a ll  m o d e ls  a r e  s t ro n g  p o s itiv e  e ffec ts  o f  
m o th e rs ’ in te lle c tu a l  a b il ity  on th e i r  c h ild re n ’s re a d in g  sco res . A lso c o n s is te n t ac ro ss  
a ll m o d e ls  a r e  th e  n e g a tiv e  effec ts  o f low  b ir th  w e ig h t on  c h ild re n ’s r e a d in g  ab ility . 
M oreover, boys a re  p e rs is te n tly  a t  a  d is a d v a n ta g e , re la tiv e  to  g ir ls , in  re a d in g  ab ility .
T h e  p re s e n c e  o f g r a n d p a r e n ts  a ffe c ts  c h ild re n ’s re a d in g  d e v e lo p m e n t. G ra n d ­
p a re n t  p re se n c e  is  a  p o s itiv e  p re d ic to r  o f  c h ild re n ’s re a d in g  d e v e lo p m en t, a s  m e a s u re d  
b y  th e i r  p e rfo rm a n c e  o n  P IA T  re a d in g  re c o g n itio n  te s ts .  T h is  f in d in g  is  c o n s is te n t 
w ith  o th e r  r e s e a rc h  c it in g  th e  im p o rta n c e  o f  k in  s u p p o r t  a s  a  re so u rc e  in  p ro m o tin g
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th e  k in d  o f socia l c a p ita l  lik e ly  to  b e n e fit  y o u n g  c h ild re n  (S tack  1974). G ra n d p a re n ts  
can  be a n  im p o r ta n t  so u rce  o f  em o tio n a l a n d  f in a n c ia l s u p p o r t t h a t  c a n  be  h e lp fu l to  
th e  d ev e lo p m en t o f  c h ild re n ’s a c h ie v e m e n t sk ills . K in  s u p p o r t h a s  a lso  b een  sh o w n  to  
be a n  im p o r ta n t  p re d ic to r  o f y o u n g  w o m en ’s su cce ss  in  a c h ie v in g  e d u c a tio n a l a n d  
occu p a tio n a l goa ls  (H ao  a n d  L eibow itz  1994). I t  s h o u ld  a lso  be n o te d  th a t  th e re  is  th e  
p o ss ib ility  th a t  k in  s u p p o r t  can  e x is t e v en  i f  th e  ch ild ’s g ra n d p a r e n t  does n o t re s id e  in  
th e  s a m e  h o u seh o ld . In d e e d , th e r e  is  th e  p o te n t ia l  for c ro ss -h o u seh o ld  t r a n s f e r s  o f  
econom ic, em o tio n a l a n d  ch ild ca re  a s s is ta n c e  p ro v id ed  by  g ra n d p a r e n ts  t h a t  r e m a in  
u n ta p p e d  by th e s e  a n a ly se s .
F a m ily  size  a lso  h a s  a n  effec t on c h ild re n ’s r e a d in g  ach ie v em en t. In  p a r t ic u la r ,  
h a v in g  o ld e r  s ib lin g s  n e g a tiv e ly  a ffec ts  c h ild re n ’s r e a d in g  a c h ie v e m e n t scores. R ecall 
th a t  a ll o f th e  c h ild re n  in  th is  sa m p le  a re  b o m  to  te e n a g e  m o th e rs . To th e  e x te n t t h a t  
th e s e  c h ild re n  h a v e  o ld e r  s ib lin g s , th i s  s u g g e s ts  a  sc e n a r io  in  w h ic h  m o th e rs  a re  
s t a r t in g  th e i r  c h ild b e a r in g  a t  e v en  e a r l ie r  ag e s  th a n  a r e  th e  m o th e rs  o f  th e  o th e r  
c h ild re n  in  th e  sa m p le . T h e  im p lic a tio n  is  t h a t  th e  p re se n c e  o f  o ld e r s ib lin g s  in  th is  
c ase  is  p ro x y in g  fo r p o te n t ia l ly  m o re  d is a d v a n ta g e d  h o m e e n v iro n m e n ts . A lso, th e  
effect o f  o lder s ib lin g s  m ig h t a lso  h a v e  m u ch  to  do w ith  th e  d ilu tio n  o f re so u rce s  m odel 
t h a t  m a n y  sc h o la rs  h a v e  u se d  to  e x p la in  th e  n e g a tiv e  effec ts  o f  la rg e r  fam ily  sizes. 
T h is  a rg u m e n t s u g g e s ts  t h a t  g r e a te r  n u m b e rs  o f c h ild re n  d ilu te  th e  tim e , e n e rg y  a n d  
econom ic  re s o u rc e s  a  p a r e n t  h a s  to  sp e n d  on  a n y  o n e  ch ild . L a rg e r  n u m b e r s  o f 
c h ild re n  in  th e  fam ily  in c re a se  th e  d e m a n d s  on  p a re n ts ,  a n d  h a v e  b een  a sso c ia te d  
w ith  p o o re r social a n d  acad em ic  ou tcom es (P a rce l a n d  M en ag h an  1990).
A n n u a l fam ily  incom e w as a d d e d  in  a s  a  second  s te p  to  see w h e th e r  th e  effects of 
p r iv a te  s u p p o r t  s y s te m s  a re  c o n tin g e n t on th e  e ffec ts  o f incom e. P an e l 2 o f T ab le  2 
in d ic a te s  t h a t  th i s  m a y  be o ccu rr in g  in  th e s e  d a ta . F am ily  incom e rece ived  o ver th e  
life s p a n  o f  th e  ch ild  is  a  pow erfu l p re d ic to r  o f  re a d in g  fac ility . M oreover, once incom e 
is  co n sid e red , th e  p re v io u s  s ig n if ic a n t po sitiv e  effec t o f th e  p resen ce  of g ra n d p a re n ts  
d is a p p e a rs . T h is  s u g g e s ts  th a t  p e rh a p s  in  som e w ay  th e  effects o f g ra n d p a re n ts  be in g  
in  th e  hom e a re  m e d ia te d  v ia th e i r  co n tr ib u tio n  to  th e  to ta l  fam ily  incom e.
As n o ted  e a r l ie r , i t  is  like ly  t h a t  th e  effects o f  p r iv a te  su p p o r t sy s tem s d ep en d  in  
p a r t  on p a re n ta l  re s o u rc e s  a n d  c h a ra c te r is t ic s .  F o r e a se  o f  in te rp re ta t io n  o f  in t e r ­
ac tio n  coeffic ien ts, I c e n te r  a ll co n tin u o u s  v a ria b le s  to  zero m e a n s  before  c o n s tru c tin g  
m u ltip lic a tiv e  in te r a c t io n  te rm s  (A ik en  a n d  W e s t 1991). P a n e l th r e e  o f  T a b le  2 
p re s e n ts  co effic ien ts  t h a t  co n s id e r th e  in te ra c t io n s  b e tw een  p riv a te  s u p p o r t sy s tem s 
a n d  fam ily  c h a ra c te r is t ic s . In  p rev io u s  m odels, th e  e x te n s iv e n e s s  o f fem ale  em p loy ­
m e n t  fa iled  to  h a v e  a  s ig n if ic a n t e ffec t on c h ild re n ’s re a d in g  ac h ie v e m e n t. H ow ever, 
in te ra c t io n  coeffic ien ts su g g e s t t h a t  th e  effect o f m o th e r ’s em p lo y m en t d ep en d s  on h e r  
e m o tio n a l re s o u rc e s . S pec ifica lly , th e  w eak  p o s itiv e  r e la t io n s h ip  b e tw e e n  m o th e r’s 
w eek s  w o rk e d  a n d  c h i ld r e n ’s r e a d in g  a b i l i ty  b eco m e s s t r o n g e r  w h e n  m o th e r s ’ 
e m o tio n a l re s o u rc e s  a r e  low er. F a m ily  in co m e  c o n tin u e s  to  m a t te r  fo r c h ild re n ’s 
re a d in g  d ev e lo p m en t. H ow ever, a d e q u a te  fam ily  incom e is  e sp ec ia lly  im p o r ta n t w h en  
fam ily  s izes, a s  in d ic a te d  by  h ig h e r  n u m b e rs  o f y o u n g e r  s ib lin g s, a re  la rg e r.
T h is  sa m e  ty p e  o f  in te r a c t iv e  r e la t io n s h ip  a lso  e x is ts  fo r th e  p re s e n c e  o f 
g ra n d p a re n ts  in  th e  hom e. H av in g  g ra n d p a re n ts  in  th e  hom e is  po sitiv e  fo r c h ild ren 's  
d ev e lo p m en t b u t  is  esp ec ia lly  p ositive , on av e rag e , w h en  m o th e r’s em o tio n a l re so u rces 
a re  low. T h is  se e m s to  su g g e s t t h a t  w h ile  k in  s u p p o r t is  g e n e ra lly  he lp fu l to  ch ild ren ,
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i t  is  e sp ec ia lly  h e lp fu l w h e n  i t  is  ca lled  upon  in  s i tu a t io n s  w h e re  th e  m o th e r  h a s  few er 
p e rs o n a l re so u rce s , w h ic h  is  lik e ly  to  be  th e  case  a m o n g  m a n y  a d o le sc e n t m o th e rs .
F in a lly , w e lfa re  re c e ip t, a s  a  m e a s u re  o f  p u b lic  s u p p o r t  a v a ila b le  to  c h ild re n , 
w as  in tro d u c e d  in to  th e  m odel in  o rd e r  to  id e n tify  w h a t a d d it io n a l im p a c t i t  m a y  h av e  
on  re a d in g  ac h ie v e m e n t. W hile  th e  effec t o f w e lfa re  re c e ip t is n e g a tiv e , i t  fa ils  to  re a c h  
s ig n ific a n c e  fo r th i s  s a m p le  o f c h ild re n . T he  im p lic a tio n  o f  th i s  r e s u l t  is  t h a t  w h en  
e v a lu a tin g  th e  r e la tiv e  im p a c t o f p r iv a te  a n d  p u b lic  s u p p o r t  sy s te m s , w e lfa re  re ce ip t, 
n e t  o f th e  p r iv a te  s u p p o r t  v a r ia b le s , does not s ig n if ic a n tly  im p a ir  c h ild re n 's  re a d in g  
ach ie v em en t.
I t  is  a lso  in te r e s t in g  t h a t  b iv a r ia te  c o rre la t io n s  sh o w n  in  T a b le  1 su g g e s t  t h a t  
th e r e  is  a  s ig n if ic a n t p o s itiv e  re la tio n s h ip  b e tw e e n  h a v in g  m a le  p a r tn e r s  p r e s e n t  in  
th e  h o m e  a n d  c h i ld r e n ’s r e a d in g  a b i l i ty  b u t  th i s  r e la t io n s h ip  d o es n o t  h o ld  in  
m u l t iv a r ia te  a n a ly s e s . In  fac t, once w e lfa re  re c e ip t  i s  co n s id e re d  in  th e  m o d e l, m a le  
p a r tn e r  p re sen ce  becom es a  s ig n if ic a n t n e g a tiv e  p re d ic to r  o f c h ild re n ’s re a d in g  ab ility . 
T h is  m a y  b e  d u e  to  th e  fac t th a t  m a le  p a r tn e r  p re se n c e  a n d  w e lfa re  su p p o r t  m a y  o ften  
be  co m p e tin g  s u p p o r t  sy s tem s . I f  a  m a le  p a r tn e r  is  p resen t,, th e n  h is  a d d it io n a l incom e 
m a y  c a u se  th e  c h ild ’s m o th e r  to b e  in e lig ib le  fo r w e lfa re  re c e ip t. T h e  c a se s  w h e re  m a le  
p a r tn e r  p re se n c e  d o es  n o t d isq u a lify  th e  c h ild ’s m o th e r  fo r w e lfa re  re c e ip t  m ig h t  be 
s i tu a t io n s  in  w h ich  w h e re  th e  m a le  p a r tn e r  m ig h t  be d is a d v a n ta g e d  in  o th e r  w ay s  
t h a t  cou ld  be  d e tr im e n ta l  for c h ild re n ’s d eve lopm en t.
In  in te rp re t in g  th e s e  r e s u lts ,  s e v e ra l fa c to rs  m u s t  be n o ted . F ir s t ,  a  fa ir  n u m b e r  
o f th e  in d e p e n d e rit  p re d ic to rs  fa il to  h a v e  a  s ig n if ic a n t e ffec t o n  re a d in g  ach ie v em en t. 
F o r  e x am p le , th e s e  a n a ly s e s  do n o t  re v e a l s ig n if ic a n t d ire c t  e ffec ts  o f m a te rn a l  se lf­
e s te e m  on  c h ild re n ’s re a d in g  a c h ie v e m e n t. In s te a d , m a te r n a l  se lf-e s te e m  in f lu e n c e s  
c h ild re n ’s a c h ie v e m e n t in d irec tly  v ia  i t s  e ffects in  co m b in a tio n  w ith  th e  e x te n s iv e n e ss  
o f  m a te rn a l  e m p lo y m e n t a n d  th e  p re se n c e  of g ra n d p a r e n ts  in  th e  hom e. In  p a r t ic u la r ,  
m a te r n a l  se lf-e s te e m  c o n d itio n s  th e  effec ts  o f m a te r n a l  e m p lo y m e n t su c h  t h a t  m ore  
ex te n s iv e  m a te rn a l em p lo y m e n t is  a  m ore  pow erfu l re so u rce  w h en  m o th e r’s em o tio n a l 
re s o u rc e s  a r e  d e f ic ie n t . S im ila r ly , m a te r n a l  s e lf -e s te e m  c o n d it io n s  th e  e ffec t o f 
g r a n d p a r e n t  p re s e n c e  su c h  t h a t  k in  s u p p o r t  is  e sp e c ia lly  im p o r ta n t  in  s i tu a t io n s  
w h e re  m o th e rs  a re  e x p e rie n c in g  sh o r tfa l ls  in  se lf-e s teem . F u r th e r ,  th e s e  a n a ly s e s  do 
n o t re v e a l s ig n if ic a n t e ffec ts  o f r a c e  on c h ild re n ’s re a d in g  a c h ie v e m e n t o r o f  e v e r  
p a r t ic ip a tin g  in  H e a d  S ta r t .  H ow ever, th e se  a n a ly s e s  do re v e a l a n  in te r e s t in g  p a t te rn  
o f r e s u l ts .  W hile  so m e  o f th e  co effic ien ts  m ay  b e  m o d es t, th e y  s u g g e s t t h a t  p r iv a te  
s u p p o r t  a v a ila b le  to  w o m en  d o es  h a v e  so m e  im p o r ta n t ,  a lb e i t  c o n tin g e n t,  e ffec t. 
M oreover, th e  m e a s u re s  o f go o d n ess of f i t  a re  m o d e s t a t  b e s t , b u t c e r ta in ly  c o n s is te n t 
w ith  re p o r te d  p ro p o r tio n a l r e d u c t io n  of e r ro r  m e a s u re s  r e p o r te d  in  r e s e a r c h  u s in g  
s im ila r  d a ta  a n d  m e a s u re s .
O v e ra ll , th e s e  f in d in g s  s u g g e s t  t h a t  p r iv a te  s u p p o r t  s y s te m s  a r e  im p o r ta n t  in  
s h a p in g  th e  co u rse  o f c h ild re n ’s re a d in g  a c h ie v e m e n t b u t  th e s e  effects! a re  so m etim es  
c o n tin g e n t on th e  le v e ls  o f m a te r n a l  re so u rc e s  a v a ila b le . G ra n d p a re n t  p re s e n c e  is  a 
p o s itiv e  force in  th e  h o m e  e sp e c ia lly  for m o th e r s  w ith  lo w e r e m o tio n a l re so u rc e s . 
M o th e rs ’ e m p lo y m e n t is  a lso  p a r t ic u la r ly  im p o r t a n t  fo r  the iir c h i ld r e n ’s  re a d in g  
ac h ie v e m e n t. W h a t se e m s to  b e  m o s t im p o r ta n t to  c h ild re n  b o rn  to  a d o le scen t m o th e rs  
a re  th e  effec ts  o f p r iv a te  su p p o r t  sy s te m s  e i th e r  a s  m a in  effec ts  o r  in  co m b in a tio n  w ith  
m o th e r ’s  re so u rc e s  a n d  fam ily  c h a ra c te r is tic s . S pecifica lly , fam ily  incom e is  e x tre m e ly  
im p o r ta n t  to  c h ild re n . T h e s e  r e s u l t s  s u g g e s t  t h a t  to ta l  fa m ily  in co m e  is  a  m o re
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im p o r ta n t p re d ic to r  o f re a d in g  ach ie v e m e n t th a n  is  a  h is to ry  of w e lfa re  re ce ip t. T a k e n  
to g e th e r , th e s e  r e s u l ts  s u g g e s t t h a t  r a th e r  th a n  focusing  on  th e  p o te n t ia l  n e g a tiv e  
effec ts  o f w e lfa re  re c e ip t on c h ild re n , re s e a rc h e rs  sh o u ld  be in v e s tig a tin g  th e  w ays in  
w h ic h  ad o le sc e n t m o th e rs  w ho re ly  on w e lfa re  m a y  n o t h a v e  a d e q u a te  p e rs o n a l o r 
econom ic  re s o u rc e s . In  a d d it io n , fu tu re  r e s e a r c h  sh o u ld  a d d re s s  how  th i s  la ck  o f 
re s o u rc e s  m ay  in t e r a c t  w ith  a v a ila b le  p r iv a te  s u p p o r t  s y s te m s  to  im p in g e  on ch ild  
ach ie v em en t.
DISCUSSION
T h e  o r ig in a l q u e s t io n  g u id in g  th i s  re s e a rc h  w a s  does w e lfa re  r e c e ip t  h a v e  a  
n e g a tiv e  im p a c t on c h ild re n 's  a c h ie v e m e n t?  A m ong th is  sa m p le  o f c h ild re n  b o m  to 
a d o le s c e n t m o th e rs , w e lfa re  re c e ip t, by its e lf , fa iled  to  h a v e  a  s ig n if ic a n t n e g a tiv e  
e ffec t on  c h ild re n ’s r e a d in g  sk ills . W h a t a p p e a r  to  be  m ore  im p o r ta n t  to  c h ild re n  a re  
th e  effects o f a v e ra g e  fam ily  incom e. T h is  su g g e s ts  th a t  p o v e rty  m a y  be  th e  force th a t  
c o n s t ra in s  c h ild re n ’s a c h ie v e m e n t. M uch  a t te n t io n , e sp e c ia lly  by p ro p o n e n ts  o f th e  
w e lfa re  c u ltu re  m o d e l, h a s  b e e n  g iv en  to  th e  is su e  of w e lfa re  a n d  i t s  p o te n t ia l ly  
h a rm fu l effec t on  its  re c ip ie n ts . T h e  re s e a rc h  th a t  ex is ts  h a s  p ro d u ced  m ixed  re s u lts . 
P re v io u s  re s e a rc h  h a s  in d ic a te d  t h a t  w e lfa re  re c e ip t h a s  n e g a tiv e  effects o n  ch ild ren 's  
a c h ie v e m e n t (F u r s te n b e rg  e t  a l. 1987). T h e  p re s e n t re s e a rc h , u s in g  w e lfa re  in fo rm a ­
t io n  g a th e re d  o ver th e  c h ild 's  life  sp a n , h a s  fa iled  to co n firm  p re v io u s  f in d in g s  o f a  
n e g a tiv e  lin k  b e tw een  w e lfa re  re c e ip t a n d  c h ild re n ’s a ch ie v em en t.
T he e m p ir ic a l w ork  on th e  in te rg e n e ra tio n a l w e lfa re  e ffec ts  h a s  b e e n  c ritic ized  
o n  a  n u m b e r  o f  p o in ts . F ir s t ,  d a ta  c o n s tra in ts  h av e  r e s u l te d  in  m o s t a n a ly s e s  only  
m e a s u r in g  w e lfa re  u se  d u r in g  a  ch ild ’s ad o lescence , r a th e r  th a n  th ro u g h o u t childhood. 
T h u s , th e  effects o f w e lfa re  u se  m a y  be o v e re s tim a te d  in  m a n y  s tu d ie s  (F u rs te n b e rg  e t  
a l. 1990). S econd , m a n y  re s e a rc h e rs  h av e  e x p re sse d  co n ce rn  t h a t  p o te n t ia l ly  o m itted  
v a r ia b le s  h av e  ta in te d  th e  r e s u l ts  of s tu d ie s  e s tim a tin g  th e  effects o f  w e lfa re  rece ip t 
o n  y o u th  ou tcom es. T h is  h a s  to  do w ith  th e  fac t t h a t  th e re  a re  p o te n tia l v a ria b le s  th a t  
m ig h t in f lu en ce  b o th  th e  lik e lih o o d  of pov erty  a n d  th e  lik e lih o o d  o f  ta k in g  u p  w elfare  
b e n e f i ts . I f  th i s  p ro b lem  is  n o t a cc o u n te d  fo r in  s t a t i s t i c a l  e s t im a tio n s , th e n  th e  
e s t im a te s  o f  p a r e n ta l  w e lfa re  u s e  m ig h t be  a r t if ic ia l ly  in f la te d . R e s e a rc h e rs  h av e  
a t te m p te d  to  a d d re s s  th i s  is su e  by  u s in g  s ta t is t ic a l  m e th o d s  su c h  a s  in s tru m e n ta l  
v a r ia b le  m o d e lin g  te c h n iq u e s  (Z im m e rm a n  a n d  L ev ine 1993) a s  w ell a s  a  v a r ie ty  of 
o th e r  m e th o d s  (D u n c a n  a n d  Y e u n g  1994; C a sp a ry  1998). H ow ever, th e  r e s u l ts  have  
b e e n  in c o n s is te n t a c ro ss  r e s e a rc h  e ffo rts , w ith  th e  effects o f p a re n ta l  w e lfa re  d ro pp ing  
fro m  som e s tu d ie s  (H ill a n d  O ’N e ill 1992) b u t  n o t in  o th e rs  (D u n can  a n d  Y eu n g  1994; 
C a sp a ry  1998). A lso, one  o f th e  k ey  a s s u m p tio n s  o f  th e  w e lfa re  c u ltu re  m odel is th a t  
w e lfa re  re c e ip t c h a n g e s  p a r e n ta l  a n d  ch ild  a t t i tu d e s  a n d  m o tiv a tio n s . F ew  re s e a rc h  
e ffo rts  h av e  h a d  th e  d a ta  n e e d e d  to  d ire c tly  t e s t  th e  effec ts  o f w e lfa re  re c e ip t  on a 
c h an g e  in  r e le v a n t a t t i tu d e s .
I re sp o n d  to  th e  f i r s t  co n ce rn  by m e a s u r in g  w e lfa re  re c e ip t o v e r th e  life sp a n  of 
th e  ch ild , in s te a d  o f  fo cu s in g  on  c u r r e n t  w e lfa re  re c e ip t o r re c e ip t fo r a  s u b s e t  o f y e a rs  
o f  th e  ch ild ’s  life. T h is  a llo w s a  m o re  lo n g - te rm  e v a lu a tio n  o f th e  e ffec ts  o f p u b lic  
s u p p o r t  rece ip t. I a d d re s s  th e  second  concern , th a t  o f  p o te n tia l e n d o g en e ity , by ta k in g  
a d v a n ta g e  o f  th e  r ic h  b a c k g ro u n d  in fo rm a tio n  in  th e  N L S Y 79 to  in c lu d e  a  w ide 
v a r ie ty  o f  b a c k g ro u n d  c o n tro ls  in  a n  e ffo rt to  con tro l fo r com m on fa c to rs  in f lu en c in g
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b o th  a  p ro p e n s ity  for p o v e rty  a n d  w e lfa re  re ce ip t. 1 a m  n o t ab le  to  test, fo r th e  d ire c t  
e ffec ts o f w e lfa re  re c e ip t on ch a n g e s  in  w o rk  a t t i tu d e s . T h e  fac t th a t  I do n o t co n sid e r 
th e  p o te n tia l in d ire c t  e ffec ts  o f w elfa re  re c e ip t on m a te rn a l an d  ch ild  a t t i tu d e s  to w a rd  
p u b lic  s u p p o r t  s y s te m s  s u g g e s ts  a  p o te n t ia l  o v e re s t im a te  of a  p o te n t ia l  e ffec t of 
w e lfa re  r e c e ip t  on c h i ld re n ’s re a d in g  a c h ie v e m e n t. G iv en  t h a t  I find  t h a t  w e lfa re  
effec ts h a v e  a  n o n -s ig n if ic a n t effect on re a d in g  a c h ie v e m e n t su g g e s ts  th a t  I a m  n o t 
o v e re s tim a tin g  a  s ig n if ic a n t effec t. In  c o n tr a s t ,  m y fin d in g s  su g g e s t  t h a t  w e lfa re  
re ce ip t, a v e ra g e d  over th e  c h ild ’s life tim e , does n o t im p a r t  s ig n if ic a n t n eg a tiv e  effects 
to  th e  ch ild 's  d e v e lo p m e n ta l p o te n tia l , m e a s u re d  h e re  w ith  a n  a s s e s sm e n t o f  re a d in g  
ach ie v em en t.
T h e se  a n a ly s e s  s h e d  l ig h t  on u s e f u ln e s s  o f  th e  w e lfa re  c u l tu r e  m o d e l in  
p re d ic tin g  l ik e ly  e ffec ts  o f  w e lfa re  re c e ip t  on c h ild re n . In th e  p a s t ,  c r itic s  o f  th i s  
th e o re tic a l  m o d e l h a v e  a rg u e d  th a t  i t  is  n o t a  c u l tu r e  o f w e lfa re  u se  b u t  in s te a d  
p e r s is te n t  p o v e rty  t h a t  a ffec ts  c h ild re n  (Z im m erm an  a n d  L evine 1993 i. By o b se rv in g  
la r g e r  e ffec ts  o f  fam ily  in co m e, a s  c o m p a re d  to a h is to ry  of w e lfa re  re c e ip t, r e s u l ts  
from  th is  r e s e a rc h  c o n tr ib u te  to  a  g ro w in g  body of l i te r a tu r e  t h a t  c a s ts  d o u b t on th e  
v iab ility  o f th i s  p re v a le n t th e o re tic a l m odel.
R e s u lts  fro m  th i s  s tu d y  a lso  m o t iv a te  th e  n e e d  lo r  m o re  r e s e a rc h  on th e  
p o te n tia lly  in te ra c t iv e  effec ts  o f p r iv a te  s u p p o r t  on ch ild  dev e lo p m en t. In  th is  re g a rd , 
in s ig h ts  from  s tre s s -b u ffe r in g  m odels a re  o f  in te re s t .  S tre s s -b u ffe r in g  m odels su g g e s t 
t h a t  th e  a d v e rs e  effec ts  o f d ifficu lt c u r r e n t  co n d itio n s  w ill be m ore  sev e re  fo r m o th e rs  
w ith  few er re s o u rc e s  (L in  a n d  E n se l 1989). T h is  type  o f re a s o n in g  h a s  b een  re c e n tly  
c o n sid e red  in  re s e a rc h  on ch ild ren  to  su g g e s t t h a t  m a te rn a l s t r e s s  leve ls in te r a c t  w ith  
a v a ila b le  socia l re so u rc e s  to a ffec t child  d ev e lo p m en t (M e n a g h a n  e t  a l. 1997). M o th e rs  
w ho a re  e x p e r ie n c in g  s h o r tfa l ls  in  p e rso n a l re so u rc e s  su c h  a s  self-e.steem  m ig h t be 
p a r t ic u la r ly  r e l ia n t  on  th e  p r iv a te  s u p p o r t p ro v id ed  b y  fam ily  m em b ers . A h is to ry  of 
re g u la r  e m p lo y m e n t m ig h t a lso  be p a r t ic u la r ly  im p o r ta n t  in  sh a p in g  th e i r  c h ild re n ’s 
a c h ie v e m e n t p o te n t ia l  i f  i t  re p re s e n ts  a re so u rc e  in  a n  o th e rw ise  tro u b le d  p e rso n a l 
p ro file . F a m ily  econom ic  re s o u rc e s  m ig h t be e sp e c ia lly  im p o r ta n t  fo r c h i ld r e n ’s 
d e v e lo p m e n t w h en  th is  re s o u rc e  is d iv id ed  a m o n g  a  la r g e r  pool o f  o th e r  c h ild re n . 
S tr e s s - b u f f e r in g  m o d e ls  w o u ld  p re d ic t  t h a t  th e s e  fo rm s  o f  p r iv a te  s u p p o r t  a r e  
e sp e c ia lly  im p o r ta n t  for c h ild re n  w h en  th e y  a re  co m b in ed  w ith  re d u c e d  p e rs o n a l 
re so u rce s . R e su lts  from  th is  re se a rc h  a p p e a r  to  co n firm  th e s e  p red ic tio n s. A m ong th is  
sa m p le  o f c h ild re n  b o rn  to  y o u th fu l m o th e rs , g r a n d p a r e n t  p re sen ce  a n d  a  h is to ry  of 
re g u la r  em p lo y m e n t a re  p a r t ic u la r ly  po sitiv e  for c h i ld r e n s  re a d in g  a c h ie v e m e n t w hen  
m o th e rs  h a v e  low er se lf-e s teem . A d d itio n a lly , th e  p r iv a te  s u p p o r t t h a t  fam ily  incom e 
re p re s e n ts  is  p a r t ic u la r ly  im p o r ta n t  in  p re d ic tin g  re a d in g  a c h ie v e m e n t in  s i tu a t io n s  
w h e re  th e r e  a re  g r e a te r  n u m b e rs  o f y o u n g e r  s ib lin g s  in  th e  hom e. T a k e n  to g e th e r , 
th e se  fin d in g s  su g g e s t t h a t  s tre s s -b u ffe r in g  m o d els  sh o u ld  be in co rp o ra ted  in  re se a rc h  
on th e  effects o f p r iv a te  a n d  pub lic  s u p p o r t sy s te m s  on c h ild re n ’s ach iev em en t.
E v en  th o u g h  th e  f in d in g s  p re se n te d  in  th is  p a p e r  do n o t affo rd  co m p le te  c lo su re  
on th e  im m e n se  n a tio n a l d e b a te  s u r ro u n d in g  th e  effec ts o f  pub lic  a n d  p r iv a te  su p p o r t 
sy s te m s  on ch ild  a c h ie v e m e n t, th e y  do s ig n a l th e  im p o rta n c e  o f c o n sid e rin g  th e  o ften  
c o n tin g e n t e ffec ts  o f p u b lic  a n d  p r iv a te  s u p p o r t sy s te m s . T h ese  f in d in g s  ex te n d  p rio r  
w ork  on th e  effects o f  w e lfa re  su p p o r t by h ig h lig h t in g  th e  in te ra c t iv e  r ole o f  m a te rn a l 
re s o u rc e s  on  r e a d in g  a c h ie v e m e n t o f c h i ld r e n  b o rn  to  a d o le s c e n t m o th e r s .  T h e  
e x p e rie n c e s  o f c h ild re n  b o rn  to  a d o le s c e n t m o th e r s  m a y  w ell d e p a r t  from  th o se  of
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c h ild re n  b o rn  to  o ld e r m o th e rs . F o r e x am p le , in  H a o ’s (1992) re s e a rc h  on N L SY 79 
c h i ld re n , s h e  f in d s  t h a t  p re s e n c e  o f  a  s in g le  m o th e r ’s p a r t n e r  im p ro v e s  th e  
d e v e lo p m e n ta l e n v iro n m e n t t h a t  in  tu r n  m ay  a ffe c t c h ild re n 's  a c h ie v e m e n t. T he  
f in d in g s  d is c u s s e d  h e re  d e m o n s tra te  t h a t  th o s e  r e la t io n s h ip s  m a y  n o t h o ld  in  
h o u seh o ld s  h e a d e d  by  a d o le scen t m o th e rs .
In  th e  la r g e r  d e b a te  co n ce rn in g  th e  effec ts  o f  w e lfa re , th is  re s e a rc h  p ro v id e s  
u se fu l in s ig h t. In  th e  p a s t , w e lfa re  rece ip t h a s  b een  lin k e d  to  low ach ie v e m e n t a m o n g  
ch ild ren , su g g e s tin g  t h a t  th e  “cycle o f d is a d v a n ta g e ” is  s t il l w ith  us. H ow ever, i t  se em s 
t h a t  th e  e ffec ts  o f b e in g  poo r a re  co n fused  w ith  th e  effec ts  o f w e lfa re  a s  a  p ro g ram . 
E ven  th o u g h  w e lfa re  h a s  b een  lin k e d  to p ro b lem s a m o n g  c h ild re n  su c h  a s  b e h a v io r  
d ifficu ltie s  (G a rfin k e l a n d  M c L an ah an  1986), th e  m e re  fa c t o f  rece iv in g  w e lfa re  does 
n o t g u a ra n te e  lo w er a c h ie v e m e n t a m o n g  c h ild re n  b o rn  to  a d o le sc e n t m o th e rs . G iven  
t h a t  one  ch ild  in  ev e ry  n in e  in  th e  U .S . c u r r e n t ly  liv es  in  a  fam ily  th a t  rece iv es 
“w e lfa re ,” i t  sh o u ld  be  o f  in te r e s t  to policy m a k e rs  t h a t  em p iric a l ev idence  does n o t 
confirm  th is  h y p o th e s ized  lin k  be tw een  w elfa re  re c e ip t a n d  c h ild re n ’s ach iev em en t.
As w e s h i f t  o v e r to  th e  new  sy s te m  r e p r e s e n te d  by  th e  T e m p o ra ry  F a m ily  
A ssis tance  B lock G ra n t  sy s te m , g o v e rn m en ta l le a d e rs  a rg u e  th a t  th e  tr a n s it io n , w hile  
p a in fu l a t  f i r s t ,  w ill p o s itiv e ly  a ffec t r e c ip ie n ts  in  th e  long  ru n . H ow ever, m a n y  
re s e a rc h e rs  do n o t s h a re  th is  op tim ism . T hey  a rg u e  t h a t  th e re  w ill be m ore  ch ild ren  in  
p overty , w ith o u t h e a lth  ca re  a n d  p o te n tia lly  h om eless . T h ese  re s u l ts  u n d e rsc o re  th a t  
th e  p rev io u s sy s te m , w h ile  h a v in g  w ell-docum en ted  p ro b lem s in  sev e ra l a re a s , d id  no t 
s ig n ific an tly  im p a ir  c h ild re n ’s re a d in g  a c h ie v e m e n t in  a  sam p le  of h ig h -risk  ch ild ren  
b o m  to  a d o le s c e n t m o th e rs . As th e  old w e lfa re  sy s te m  is  p h a se d  o u t fo r th e  new  
sy s tem , i t  is im p o r ta n t to  keep  th is  in  m ind.
Lori Kowaleski-Jones is a postdoctoral fellow at. the Institute for Policy Research at. Northwestern University. 
Ht-r current research considers the effects of family events on children's home environments and achievement 
outcomes during middle childhood. O ther ongoing research evaluates the effects of participation in food 
assistance programs on early childhood outcomes. Her prior research has explored neighborhood influences on 
adolescent problem behavior.
NOTES
1. Family income is based on all forms of cash income to the family. In this regard, women who receive 
income from AFDC are likely to have higher incomes in sta tes with higher benefit levels. For example, 
Mississippi paid $120 a month to a family of three in 1994 while the highest of the contiguous states, 
Connecticut, paid $680 to a similar family (Blank 1997). However, higher benefit levels were designed to 
account for a more expensive cost of living in a given state . In this regard, any relative advantage given 
to mothers residing in sta tes with higher benefit levels is likely to be offset by increased cost of housing 
and o ther necessities. Much of the available research on the  effects of benefit levels on individual 
behavior is centered on the effects of labor force participation, likelihood to report income and ability to 
se t up an independent residence. In general, most of th e  research has suggested th a t the effects are 
relatively small (Blank 1997).
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